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presfdentfQl  documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4401 

Drug  Abuse  Prevention  Week,  1975 

By  the  Picsidtnt  of  the  United  States  of  Aynerica 

A  Proclamation 

The  spread  of  drug  abuse  across  the  country  continues  to  threaten 
the  quality  of  our  national  life  by  destroying  indi\’idual  lives,  dividing 
families  and  disrupting  the  social  structures  of  our  cities  and  communities. 

The  economic  cost  alone,  in  terms  of  lost  productivity,  narcotics- 
rclated  crime  and  drug  abuse  prevention  programs,  is  estimated  to  be  in 
excess  of  $10  billion  a  year.  The  toll  of  human  suffering  is  beyond 
measure. 

The  Federal  Government,  with  the  cooperation  of  States,  municipali¬ 
ties  and  concerned  community  groups,  has  made  marked  progress  in  the 
last  six  years.  Together,  we  have  reduced  both  the  supply  and  demand 
for  drugs  through  vigilant  law  enforcement' and  humane  treatment  and 
rehabilitation  programs.  But,  unfortunately,  the  prevalence  and  inci¬ 
dence  of  drug  abuse  remains  high.  Cities  which  only  two  years  ago  were 
reporting  a  decline  in  heroin  use  are  now'  reporting  an  increase,  and 
the  demand  for  treatment  continues  to  rise.  These  signs  must  be  read 
realbtically  as  clear  signals  of  danger  ahead.  This  danger  is  of  such 
national  significance  that  we  must  dedicate  ourselv  es  anew  to  the  task 
of  safeguarding  the  country  against  the  consequences  of  drug  abuse. 

An  important  focus  for  our  effort  must  be  on  developing  the  self-esteem 
which  is  the  key  to  preventing  drug  abuse  and  other  forms  of_ destructive 
behavior.  Prevention  programs  which  address  the  broad  developmental 
needs  of  children  and  youth  and  which  respond  to  all  the  favorable  social 
factors  that  affect  young  people  offer  the  best  promise  of  helping  solve 
a  range  of  youth  problems,  including  drug  abuse. 

Successful  prevention  programs,  however,  cannot  function  in  isolation. 
Experience  has  taught  us  that  in  all  programs  where  prevention  efforts 
have  been  successful,  the  local  community  has  been  a  vital  part  of  pro¬ 
gram  planning,  management  and  financial  support. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  do  hereby  designate  and  proclaim  the  week 
beginning  October  19,  1975,  as  Drug  Abuse  Pitvention  Week,  1975. 

I  call  upon  officials  of  every  level  of  government,  upon  educators, 
medical  professionals,  communicators,  upon  business  communities,  our 
civic  groups,  the  churches  and  their  clergy',  and  upon  all  who  bear  the 
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trust  of  community  leadership  to  rededicate  themselves  during  this 
derignated  week  to  the  prevention  of  drug  abuse  in  America. 

I  ask  for  a  coordinated  community  response  in  the  conduct  of  drug 
prevention  programs.  Where  that  coordinated  response  exists,  let  us 
reaffirm  it,  and  where  it  is  absent,  let  us  build  it 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this 
eighteenth  day  of  October,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred 
seventy-five,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America 
the  two  hundredth. 

[FR  Doc.75-28524  Filed  10-20-75  -10:37  am] 
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Executive  Order  11886  •  October  17,  1975 

Abolishing  the  Culebra  Island  Naval  Defensive  Sea  Area  Established 
by  Executive  Order  No.  8684  ^ 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  2152  of  Title  18  of 
the  United  States  Code,  and  as  Preadent  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
and  as  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Armed  Forces,  in  order  to  abolish  the 
Culebra  Island  Naval  Defensive  Sea  Area,  since  the  United  States  Navy 
ceased  uang  targets  (mi  the  island  of  Culebra,  Puerto  Rico  on  July  1, 
1975,  and  terminated  all  weapons  training  activities  in  the  vicinity  of 
Culebra  on  September  30,  1975,  and  ^ce  the  Culebra  Island  Naval 
Airspace  Reservation  has,  at  the  request  of  the  United  States  Navy,  been 
revoked  by  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  (14  CFR  Part  73.71; 
40  FR  45804),  Executive  Order  No.  8684  of  February  14,  1941,  as 
amended,  is  hereby  revoked. 

The  White  House, 

October  17,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-28546  FUed  10-20-75  ;1 1 ;  08  am] 

1 6  FR  1016;  3  CFR,  1938-1943  Comp.,  p.  895. 
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Memorandum  of  October  10, 1975 

Military  Sales  to  the  Government  of  Turk^ 

[Presidential  Determination  No.  76-4] 

Memorandum  for  the  Secretary  of  State 

•  The  White  House, 

Washington,  October  10, 1975. 

Pursujuit  to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  2  (b)  ( 1 )  (A)  of  the 
Act  of  October  6,  1975  to  authorize  appropriations  for  the  Board  of 
International  Broadcasting  for  fiscal  year  1976 ;  and  to  promote  improved 
relations  between  the  United  States,  Greece,  and  Turkey,  to  assist  in  the 
solution  of  the  refugee  program  on  Cyprus,  and  to  otherwise  strengthen 
the  North  Atlantic  Alliance,  I  hereby  determine  and  certify  that 

a)  The  furnishing  to  the  Government  of  Turkey  of  those  defense 
articles  and  defense  services  with  respect  to  which  contracts  of  sale  were 
signed  under  section  21  or  section  22  of  the  Foreign  Military  Sales  Act 
on  or  before  February  5, 1975 ;  and 

b)  The  issuance  of  licenses  for  the  transportation  to  the  Government 
of  Turkey  of  arms,  ammunition,  and  implements  of  war  (including  tech¬ 
nical  data  relating  thereto ) , 

are  important  to  the  national  security  interests  of  the  United  States. 

You  are  requested  on  my  behalf  to  report  this  determination  and  cer¬ 
tification  to  the  Congress  as  required  by  law. 

This  determination  and  certification  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

[FR  Doc.75-28419  Filed  10-17-75  ;2: 38  pm] 
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AJies  ond  regulations 


This  ssction  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  docunnents  hawirtg  general  applicability  artd  legal  effect  most  ef  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U^.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTUBAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Beg.  519,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

TTiis  regulation  increases  liie  quantity 
of  CaHfomia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  shipped  to  fre^  market 
during  tiie  treek]^  regulation  period 
October  lt)-l«,  1975.  The  quantity  that 
may  be  shipped  is  Increased  due  to  Im¬ 
proved  market  conditions  for  Cahfomla- 
Arlzona  Valencia  oranges.  TTie  regula¬ 
tion  and  this  amendment  are  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  and 
Markethig  Order  No.  908. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  tJ.S.C.  601-674)  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendation  and  In¬ 
formation  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  tipon 
other  available  information,  it  Is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  win  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  an  increase  in  the 
quantity  of  oranges  avaflable  for  han¬ 
dling  during  the  current  week  results 
from  changes  that  have  take  place  in  the 
marketing  situation  since  the  tsuance  of 
Valencia  Orange  Regulation  519  (40  FR 
47476) .  The  marketing  idcture  now  in¬ 
dicates  that  there  is  a  greater  demand 
for  Valencia  cuanges  than  ^Listed  when 
the  regulation  was  made  effective.  There¬ 
fore,  in  order  to  provide  an  opportunity 
for  handlers  to  handle  a  sufficient  volume 
of  Valencia  oranges  to  fin  the  current 
demand  thereby  making  a  greater  quan¬ 
tity  of  Valencia  oranges  availsble  to  meet 
such  increased  demand,  the  regulation 
^ould  be  amended,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it  is 
ImpracticaMe  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  prriiin  inary  notice,  en¬ 
gage  in  public  ndexnaking  procedure,  and 
poatpone  the  df  active  date  of  this  aanend- 
■tent  tmtil  39  days  after  publication 


thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  n.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  Intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  amendment  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  amend¬ 
ment  must  become  effective  ha  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  this  amendment  re¬ 
lieves  restriction  on  the  handling  of  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
designated  part  of  California. 

(b)  Order,  as  amended.  The  provisions 
in  paragraidi  (b)(1)  (D.  and  (ii)  of 
§  908A19  (Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
519  (40  FR  47476)  are  hereby  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  908,819  Valoicia  Onwge  Regidation. 

•  •  _  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(!)•*• 

(i)  District  1:  163,000  cartons; 

(U)  District  2:  362,000  cartons. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ) 

Dated:  October  15. 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brai»r, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  artd  Tege- 
table  Division.  AgricuXtvaral 
Marketing  Service. 

[FB  Doc.75-28378  FUed  10-20-75;8:46  am] 

Title  10 — Eneigy 

CHAPTER  III— ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

PART  714-^ADMtNISTRAriON  CLAIMS 
UNDER  FEDERAL  TORT  CLAIMS  ACT 

October  14,  1975. 

The  Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration  (ERDA)  has  affirmed  and 
continued  In  ^ect  the  pertinent  rules 
and  regulations  cff  the  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Title  10  CFR,  Chapter  I, 
Parts  0  through  170,  as  a  result  of  the 
Energy  ReorganlEaticm  Act  of  1974,  Piri). 
L.  93-432  (40  FR  3242,  January  20. 1975) . 
Such  rules  and  regulations  have  been  re¬ 
designated  as  Parts  700  through  870  re¬ 
spectively  of  Chapter  in  of  Title  10.  (40 
FR  8794,  March  3.  1975)  Under  the  re¬ 
designation,  Part  14  (xf  10  CFR,  "Admin- 


Chf«>terlIL 
Part  714  is  now  revised  and  is  presented 
in  full  text.  It  implmnents  the  Federal 
Tart  Caaims  Act,  22  CELC.  3972,  et  aeq.. 
and  contains  tiie  ERDA  regidations  ap¬ 
plying  to  claims  under  the  Federal  TCrt 
Claims  Act  for  money  damages  against 
the  United  States  for  iniucy  to  or  loss 
of  prcqierty  or  personal  ln)ury  or  death 


while  acting  within  the  sc(H>e  of  his  office 
or  employment.  It  also  assigns  re^xmsi- 
bilities  to  ERDA  officers  with  respect  to 
certain  of  these  matters. 

Because  this  revised  Part  714  is  a  state¬ 
ment  of  ERDA  procedures,  the  provisions 
of  5  UB.C.  553  requiring  advance  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  and  opportunity 
for  pihlic  participation  do  not  ai^ly. 

While  these  regulations  are  effective 
on  the  date  oi  publication,  interested 
persons  who  desire  to  submit  written 
ocxnments  or  suggestions  for  considera¬ 
tion  In  connectian  with  such  regulation 
shosdd  send  them  on  or  before  January 
19.  1976  to  the  General  Coddb^  Energy 
Research  and  Devdopment  Administra¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545. 

Effective  date: October  21,  1976. 

R.  Tenxey  Jokn&on, 
General  CounaeL 
SuhpartA — UaiMnl 

Sec. 

714  J  Scope  of  regulations. 

Siiiipart  a — PreoeaMr— 

7142  Admlnlstratlv*  datm;  when  pre¬ 
sented;  impropriate  offloe. 

714.3  Administrative  claim;  who  may  Ale. 

714.4  Investigation. 

714.5  Administrative  claims;  evidence  and 

Information  to  be  snbmltted. 

714.6  Authority  to  adjust,  determine,  eom- 

promlse,  and  settle. 

714.7  limitation  on  authority. 

714.8  Beferral  to  Department  of  Justice. 

714.10  Final  denial  of  Claim. 

714.11  Action  on  approved  claims. 

Authobitt:  Sec.  1(a) ,  80  Stat.  806, 28  U.SXJ. 
2672;  28  CFB  Part  14. 

SubpartA  Genaral 

§  714.1  Scope  of  regulations. 

(a)  These  regulations  shall  ai8?ly  oniy 
to  ciaimB  asserted  under  the  Federal  Tort 
Claims  Act,  as  amended,  accruing  an  or 
after  January  12,  1967,  for  numey  dam¬ 
ages  against  the  United  States  for  injury 
to  or  loss  of  propierty  or  personal  Injury 
of  death  caused  by  the  negligent  or 
wrongful  act  or  omission  of  any  employee 
of  the  Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administration  while  acting  within  the 
scope  of  his  offloe  or  employment 


mean  the  agency  establidaed  by  Title  I  of 
the  Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974, 
but  do  not  include  any  contractor  tA  the 
Energy  Research  and  Development 
Administratian. 

(c)  The  regulations  in  this  part  supi^ 
ment  the  Attorney  OeneraTs  regulations 
in  Part  14  of  Chapter  1  of  TNte  22.  Code 
^  Federal  ReghlationB.  as  amended. 


(b)  The  terms  “Energy  Research  and 
istrative  Claims  Under  Federal  Tort  Development  Administration,'**  “ERDA,** 
Claims  Act"  became  Part  714  of  Titie  10  and  “Administration”  as  used  in  this 


caused  by  the  negUgent  or  wrongful  act  Those  regulations,  indnding  subsequent 
or  oBoissipn  of  any  onployee  of  ERDA  amendmfinits  thereto,  and  the  regMatisns 
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In  this  part  apply  to  the  consideration 
by  the  ERDA  of  administrative  claims 
under  the  Federal  Tort  Claims  Act. 

Subpart  B — Procedures 

§  714.2  Administrative  daim;  when  pre- 
sented ;  appropriate  office. 

(a)  For  purposes  of  these  regulationa, 
a  claim  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
presented  when  EIRDA  receives,  at  a 
place  designated  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  an  executed  Standard  Form  95 
or  other  written  notification  of  an  inci¬ 
dent,  accompanied  by  a  claim  for  money 
damages  in  a  sum  certain  for  injury  to  or 
loss  of  property,  for  personal  injury,  or 
for  death,  alleged  to  have  oecturred  by 
reason  of  the  incident.  A  claim  which 
should  have  been  presented  to  ERDA, 
but  which  was  mistakenly  addressed  to 
or  filed  with  another  Federal  agency, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  presented  to  ERDA 
as  of  the  date  that  the  claim  is  received 
by  ERDA.  A  claim  mistakenly  addressed 
to  or  filed  with  ERDA  shall  forthwith  be 
transferred  to  the  appropriate  Federal 
agency,  if  ascertainable,  or  returned  to 
the  claimant. 

(b)  Claims  shall  be  mailed  or  deliv¬ 
ered  to  the  Claims  Officer  at  the  ERDA 
Headquarters  or  field  organization  office 
emplo3dng  the  person  or  persons  whose 
negligent  or  wrongful  act  or  omission  is 
alleged  to  have  caused  the  loss,  damage, 
or  injury,  unless  such  location  of  em¬ 
ployment  or  address  is  either  unknown 
to  claimant  or  is  otherwise  inconvenient, 
in  which  case  claims  may  be  mailed  or 
delivered  to: 

The  General  Counsel,  tr.S.  Energy  Research 
and  Development  Administration,  Wash- 
Ingtcm,  D.C.  20545. 

(c)  A  claim  presented  hi  compliance 
with  this  section  may  be  amended  by  the 
claimant  at  any  time  prior  to  final  ERDA 
action  or  prior  to  the  exercise  of  the 
claimant’s  option  under  28  UH.C.  2675 

(a) .  Amendments  shall  be  submitted  In 
writing  and  signed  by  the  claimant  or 
his  duly  authorized  agent  or  legal  repre¬ 
sentative.  Upon  the  timely  filing  of  an 
amendment  to  a  pending  claim,  the 
ERDA  have  6  months  in  which  to 
make  a  final  disposition  of  the  claim  as 
amended  and  the  claimant’s  option  un¬ 
der  28  UJ3.C.  2675(a)  shall  not  accrue 
until  6  months  after  the  filing  of  an 
amendment. 

§  714.S  Administrative  claim;  who  nuiy 

file. 

(a)  A  claim  for  injury  to  or  loss  of 
property  may  be  present^  by  the  owner 
of  the  property  interest  which  is  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  the  claim,  his  duly  authorized 
agent,  or  his  legal  representative. 

(b)  A  claim  fc«r  personal  Injtiry  may  be 
presented  by  the  injured  person,  his  dtdy 
authorized  agent,  or  his  legal  represent¬ 
ative. 

(c)  A  claim  based  on  death  may  be 
presented  by  the  executor  or  administra¬ 
tor  of  the  decedent’s  estate  or  by  any 
other  person  legally  entitled  to  assert 
such  a  ciniwi  under  applicable  Htate  law. 

(d)  A  claim  for  loss  wholly  compen¬ 
sated  by  an  Insurer  with  the  rights  of  a 
subrogee  may  be  presented  by  the  in¬ 


surer.  A  claim  for  loss  partially  compen¬ 
sated  by  an  Insurer  with  the  rights  of  a 
subrogee  may  be  presented  by  the  Insurer 
or  the  insured  individually,  as  their  re¬ 
flective  interests  iqipear,  or  jointly. 
Whenever  an  insurer  presents  a  claim 
asserting  the  rights  of  a  subrogee,  he 
shall  present  with  his  claim  appropriate 
evidence  that  he  has  the  rights  of  a  sub¬ 
rogee. 

(e)  A  claim  presented  by  an  agent  or 
legal  representative  shall  be  presented  in 
the  name  of  the  claimant,  be  signed  by 
the  agent  or  legal  representative,  show 
the  title  or  legal  capacity  of  the  person 
signing,  and  be  accompanied  by  evidence 
of  his  authority  to  present  a  claim  on 
behalf  of  the  claimant  as  agent,  execu¬ 
tor,  administrator,  parent,  guardian,  or 
other  representative. 

§  714.4  Investigation. 

’The  ERDA  may  investigate,  or  may  re¬ 
quest  any  other  Federal  agency  to  inves¬ 
tigate,  a  claim  filed  hereunder. 

§  714.5  Administrative  claims;  evidence 
and  infwmation  to  be  submitted. 

(a)  Death.  In  support  of  a  claim  based 
on  death,  the  claimant  may  be  required 
to  submit  the  following  evidence  or  in¬ 
formation: 

(1)  An  authenticated  death  certificate 
or  other  competent  evidence  showing 
cause  of  death,  date  of  death,  and  age  of 
the  decedent. 

(2)  Decedent’s  employment  or  occu¬ 
pation  at  time  of  d^th,  including  his 
monthly  or  yearly  salary  or  earnings  (if 
any) ,  and  the  duratl<m  of  his  last  em¬ 
ployment  or  occupation. 

(3)  Full  names,  addresses,  Urth  dates, 
kinship,  and  nmrital  status  of  the  de¬ 
cedent’s  survivors,  including  identifica¬ 
tion  of  those  survivors  who  were  depaid- 
ent  for  support  upon  the  decedent  at  the 
time  of  his  deatti. 

(4)  Degree  of  support  afforded  by  the 
decedent  to  each  survivor  depfident 
upon  him  for  support  at  the  tijxie  of  his 
death. 

(5)  Decedfit’s  general  physical  and 
mental  condition  before  death. 

(6)  Itemized  bills  for  medical  and 
burial  expenses  Incurred  by  reason  of 
the  incidfit  causing  death,  or  itmized 
receipts  of  paym«it  for  such  expois^. 

(7)  If  damages  for  pain  and  suffering 
prior  to  death  are  claimed,  a  idiysiclan’s 
detailed  statement  specifsring  the  inju¬ 
ries  s;iffered,  duration  of  pain  and  suffer¬ 
ing,  any  drugs  administared  for  pcdn,  and 
the  decedent’s  jdiyslcal  condition  in  the 
interval  between  injury  and  death. 

(8)  Any  other  evidence  or  informa¬ 
tion  which  may  have  a  bearing  on  either 
the  responsibility  of  the  United  States 
for  the  death  or  the  amount  of  damages 
(daimed. 

(b)  Personal  Injury.  In  support  of  a 
rfo-im  for  personal  injury,  including  pain 
and  suffering,  the  claimant  may;,  be  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  the  following  evidence 
or  information: 

(1)  A  written  ra>ort  by  his  attending 
physician  or  doitist  setting  forth  the  na¬ 
ture  and  extoit  of  the  Injury,  nature 
and  extent  of  treatment,  any  degree  of 
temporary  or  permanent  disability,  the 


prognosis,  period  of  hospitalization,  and 
any  diminished  earning  c£q}acity.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  the  claimant  may  be  required  to 
submit  to  a  physical  or  mentfd  examina¬ 
tion  by  a  physician  employed  by  the 
ERDA  or  another  Federal  agency.  A  copy 
of  the  report  of  the  examining  physician 
shall  be  made  available  to  the  claimant 
upon  the  claimant’s  written  request,  pro¬ 
vided  that  he  has,  upon  request,  fur¬ 
nished  the  report  referred  to  in  the  first 
sentence  of  his  subparagraph  and  has 
made  or  agrees  to  make  available  to  the 
ERDA  any  oth^  physician’s  reports  pre¬ 
viously  or  thereafter  made  of  the  phys¬ 
ical  or  mental  conditicm  which  is  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  his  claim. 

(2)  Itemized  bills  for  medical,  dental, 
and  hospital  expenses  incurred,  or  item¬ 
ized  receipts  of  payment  for  such  ex¬ 
penses. 

(3)  If  the  prognosis  reveals  the  neces¬ 
sity  for  future  treatment,  a  statement 
expected  expenses  for  such  treatment. 

(4)  If  a  claim  is  made  for  loss  of  time 
from  employment,  a  written  statement 
fnxn  his  eiiu)loyer  showing  actual  time 
lost  from  employment,  whether  he  is  a 
full-  or  part-time  employee,  and  wages  or 
salary  actually  lost. 

(5)  If  a  claim  is  made  for  loss  of  in¬ 
come  and  the  claimant  is  self-employed, 
documentary  evidence  showing  the 
amount  of  earnings  actually  lost. 

(6)  Ally  other  evidence  or  informa¬ 
tion  which  may  have  a  bearing  on  either 
the  responsibility  of  the  Uxilted  States 
for  the  personal  Injury  or  the  damages 
claimed. 

(c)  Pr(H>erty  damage.  In  support  of  a 
claim  for  injury  to  or  loss  of  property, 
real  or  persorud,  the  claimant  may  be 
required  to  suinnit  the  following  evidence 
or  information: 

(1)  Proof  of  ownership  of  the  property 
Interest  which  is  the  subject  of  the  claim. 

(2)  A  detafied  statement  of  the 
amount  claimed  wMh  respect  to  each 
item  of  property. 

(3)  An  itemized  recdpt  of  payment  for 
necessary  repairs  or  Itonized  written 
estimates  of  the  cost  such  repairs. 

(4)  A  statement  listing  date  of  pur¬ 
chase,  purchase  price,  and  salvage  value, 
where  repair  is  not  economical. 

(5)  Any  other  evidence  or  Information 
which  may  have  a  bearing  on  either  the 
responsibility  of  the  United  States  for 
the  iniury  to  or  loss  of  property  or  the 
damages  claimed. 

§  714.6  Authority  to  adjust,  determine, 
compromise,  and  settle. 

The  authority  to  consider,  ascertain, 
adjust,  determine,  compromise,  and  set¬ 
tle  claims  under  the  provisions  of  28 
U.S.C.  2672,  as  provided  herein,  is  dele¬ 
gated  to  the  General  Counsel,  and  under 
his  delegation  and  without  power  of.  re¬ 
delegation,  to  the  field  organization  Chief 
Cotinsels  for  their  respective  organiza¬ 
tion. 

§  714.7  Limitation  on  authority. 

(a)  An  award,  ctxnpromlse,  or  settle¬ 
ment  of  a  claim  heretmder  in  excess  of 
$25,000  shall  be  effected  only  with  the 
prior  written  approval  of  the  Attorney 
General  or  his  designee.  For  the  purposes 
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of  this  paragraph,  a  prlncU>al  claim  and 
any  derivative  or  subrogated  claim  shall 
be  treated  as  a  single  claim. 

(b)  An  administrative  claim  may  be 
adjusted,  determined,  compromised,  or 
settled  hereunder  only  after  consxiltatl<m 
with  the  Depcuiment  of  Justice  when.  In 
the  opinion  of  the  General  Counsel  or 
designee: 

(DA  new  precedent  or  a  new  point  of 
law  is  involved;  or 

(2)  A  question  of  policy  is  or  may  be 
involved;"  or 

(3)  The  United  States  is  or  may  be 
entitled  to  Indemnity  or  contribution 
from  a  third  party  and  the  ERDA  is  un¬ 
able  to  adjust  the  third  party  claim;  or 

(4)  The  cmnpromise  of  a  particular 
claim,  as  a  practical  matter,  will  or  may 
control  the  disposition  of  a  related  claim 
in  which  the  amount  to  be  paid  may  ex¬ 
ceed  $25,000. 

(c)  An  administrative  claim  may  be 
adjusted,  determined,  compromised,  or 
settled  hereunder  only  after  consultation 
with  the  Department  of  Justice  when 
the  ERDA  is  informed  or  is  otherwise 
aware  that  the  United  States  or  an  em> 
ployee,  agent,  or  cost-t3^  contractor  of 
the  United  States  is  involved  in  litigation 
btised  on  a  claim  arising  out  of  the  same 
incident  or  transaction. 

(d)  Authority  of  field  organization 
Cailef  Cotinsels  for  award,  compromise 
or  settlement  of  over  $10,000  is  subject 
to  the  prior  approval  of  the  General 
Counsel. 

§  714.8  Beferral  to  Department  of  Jus* 
tice. 

(a)  When  Department  of  Justice  ap¬ 
proval  or  consultation  is  required  under 
S  714.7,  the  referraV  or  request  shall  be 
transmitted  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
by  the  General  Counsel  or  his  designee. 

(b)  When  an  EIRDA  field  Organization 
C3iief  Counsel  is  processing  a  claim  here¬ 
under  requiring  ERDA  General  Coimsel 
or  Department  of  Justice  approval  or 
consultation,  the  referral  or  request  shall 
be  transmitted  by  the  Chief  Counsel  to 
the  General  Counsel  in  writing  and  shall 
contain  (1)  a  i^ort  and  concise  state¬ 
ment  of  the  facts  and  of  the  reasons  for 
the  referral  or  request,  (2)  copies  of  rel¬ 
evant  portions  of  the  claim  file,  and  (3) 
a  statement  of  the  recommendations  or 
views  of  the  field  organization  Chief 
Counsel. 

§  714.9  Final  denial  of  claim. 

(a>  Final  denial  of  an  administrative 
clsdm  hereunder  shall  be  in  writing  and 
delivered  to  the  claimant,  his  attorney,  or 
legal  representative,  or  sent  by  certified 
or  registered  mail.  The  notification  of 
final  denial  may  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  for  the  denial  and  shall  in¬ 
clude  a  statement  that,  if  the  claimant 
is  dissatisfied  with  ERDA  action,  he  may 
file  suit  in  an  appropriate  U.S.  District 
Court  not  later  than  6  months  after  the 
date  of  mailing  of  the  notification. 

(b)  Prior  to  the  commencement  of  suit 
and  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  6- 
month  period  provided  in  28  U.S.C.  2401 
(b),  a  claimant,  his  duly  authorized 
agent,  or  l^ral  representative,  may  file  a 
written  request  with  the  ERDA  General 


Counsel  for  reconsideration  of  a  final 
denial  of  a  claim  under  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section.  Upon  the  timely  filing  of 
a  request  for  reconsideration  the  ERDA 
wba-ii  have  6  months  from  the  date  of  fil¬ 
ing  in  which  to  make  a  final  disposition 
of  the  claim  and  the  claimant’s  opticm 
under  28  U.S.C.  2675(a)  shall  not  accrue 
until  6  months  after  the  ffllng  of  a  re¬ 
quest  for  reconsid«:ation.  Final  ERDA 
action  on  a  request  for  reconsideration 
shall  be  effected  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (a) . 

§  714.10  Action  on  approved  claims. 

(a)  Payment  of  any  claim  approved 
hereunder,  shall  be  contingent  upon 
claimant’s  execution  of  (1)  a  Standard 
Form  1145,  or  (2)  a  claims  settlement 
agreement  or  (3)  a  Standard  Form  95,  as 
appropriate.  When  a  claimant  is  repre¬ 
sented  by  an  attorney,  the  voucher  for 
payment  shall  designate  both  the  claim¬ 
ant  and  his  attorney  as  payees,  and  the 
check  shall  be  delivered  to  the  attorney, 
whose  address  shall  ai^)ear  on  the 
voucher. 

(b)  Acceptance  by  the  claimant,  his 
agent,  or  legal  representative,  of  any 
aVrard,  compromise,  or  settlement  made 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  2672 
or  2677  of  Title  28,  United  States  Code, 
shall  be  final  and  conclusive  on  the  claim¬ 
ant,  his  agent  or  legal  representative  and 
any  other  person  on  whose  behalf  or  for 
whose  benefit  the  claim  has  been  pre¬ 
sented,  and  shall  constitute  a  compete 
release  of  any  claim  against  the  United 
States  and  against  any  employee  of  the 
Government  whose  act  or  omission  gave 
rise  to  the  claim,  by  reason  of  the  same 
subject  matter.  , 

Effective  date.  ’This  Part  714  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  October  21, 1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-28201  Piled  10-20-75;8;46  am] 


Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  I— COMPTROLLER  OF  THE  CUR¬ 
RENCY,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREAS¬ 
URY 

PART  7— INTERPRETIVE  RUUNGS 

Customer-Bank  Communication  Terminals; 

Suspension  of  Ruling 

On  October  10.  1975,  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  published  the  following 
statement  in  connection  with  his  suspen¬ 
sion  of  12  CFR  7.7491: 

The  Comptroller’s  OfiBce  has  received 
many  inquiries  concerning  the  status  of 
Interpretive  Ruling  7.7491,  Customer- 
Bank  Oommunication  Terminals  (“CB 
errs”),  40  PR  21700  (May  9,  1975),  in 
view  of  recent  litigation  relating  to  this 
ruling.  This  statement  is  being  issued  in 
response  to  those  inquiries. 

Eight  different  lawsuits  have  been  filed 
challenging  III.  7.7491.  The  Comptroller 
is  a  party  to  five  of  these  lawsuits.  In  two 
of  these  lawsuits  federal  district  coiuts 
have  entered  final  decisions  and  orders. 
State  of  Colorado  v.  First  National  Bank 
of  Fort  Collins  and  Smith,  D.  Colo.',  Civil 
No.  75  M  397  (May  38,  1975),  appeal 
pending:  and  IBAA,  et  at  v.  Smttti.  D. 
DC.,  Clvfl  No.  75-0089  (Jply  31,  1975) , 
appeal  pending. 


The  Colorado  opinl<m  mdield  the 
Cmnptroller’s  ruling  except  to  the  extent 
that  the  CBCT  In  that  oase  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  receive  cash  or  other  items  for 
subsequent  deposit.  In  the  IBAA  case,  the 
district  court  found  the  Comptroller’s 
entire  ruling  to  be  “without  merit**.  TTie 
court  entered  an  order  reading  in  part 
as  follows: 

FURTHER  ORDERED  that  Defendant  and 
all  persons  acting  \mder  his  dlreotloa  and 
authority  or  In  active  concert  or  pertlolpa- 
tion  with  him  be  and  hereby  are,  perma- 
'nently  enjoined  from  further  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  ruling,  and  any  authority  here¬ 
tofore  given  to  national  banks  by  the  ruling 
la  hereby  rescinded. 

No  national  bank  was  a  party  to  the 
IBAA  case.  A  stay  of  the  District  Court's 
order  pending  appeed  was  sought  by  the 
Comptroller  and  denied.  The  COurt  of 
Appeals,  however,  has  granted  an  expe¬ 
dited  hearing  on  the  merits  of  the  appeal. 

Inasmuch  as  the  (Comptroller’s  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  interpretive  ruling  hsu: 
been  enjoined,  the  Comptroller  has  sus¬ 
pended  it  pending  further  appellate 
proceedings.  Accordingly,  the  30-day  no¬ 
tice  requirement  and  an  other  provisions 
contained  in  the  ruling  are  no  longer  in 
effect.  National  banks  seeUng  to  estab¬ 
lish  CBCTs  must  rely  upon  the  advice  of 
their  own  legal  counseL 
The  ComptroUer  intends  both  to  pur¬ 
sue  the  appeal  of  the  IBAA  case  and  to 
defend  the  other  lawsuits  tnvcdvlng 
CBCTs  to  which  he  is  a  party.  Consistmit 
with  the  Comptroller’s  position  before 
the  courts,  the  ComptroUer  win  not  ac¬ 
cept  or  process  branch  aimUcations  for 
the  instaUatiem  of  CBCTs.  However,  na¬ 
tional  banks  are  cautioned  that  the 
Comptroller  wiU  not  hesitate  to  use  his 
supervisory  powers  to  ellmlimte  any  un¬ 
safe,  unsound,  or  anti-competitive  prac- 
tices  among  national  banks  which  might 
come  to  the  ComptroHer’s  attention. 

§  7.7491  [Removed] 

Accordingly,  12  CFR  7.7491  has  been 
suspended. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Jaices  E.  Shith, 
ComptroUer  of  the  Cnrrencg, 
[PR  Doc.75-2e218  PUed  10-20-78:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  VI — FARM  CREDIT 
ADMINISTRATION 

LOAN  POLICIES  AND  INI^STMENTS 
Mtscellaneeus  AtneiMimonIa 

The  Farm  C?redlt  Administration,  by  Os 
Federal  Farm  Credit  Boeu-d,  took  final 
action  on  an  amendment  to  its  regula¬ 
tions  concerning  the  investment  poUcy 
of  each  Farm  Credit  bank  and  author¬ 
ized  its  issuance  effective  October  7, 
1975.  By  a  notice  published  in  the  Fd- 
BRAL  Register  on  August  12,  1975,  inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  afforded  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  file  written  comments  or  sug¬ 
gestions  on  the  proposed  regulation  not 
later  than  Sept^ber  12,  1975.  No  com¬ 
ments  were  received.  Therefore,  the  reg¬ 
ulation  as  pubHshed  on  August  12  has 
been  adopted  without  change. 
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The  Farm  Credit  Administration  also 
amends  its  regulations  by  deletl^  a  pro¬ 
vision  dealing  with  fonnal  approval  by 
the  Farm  Credit  Administration  of  par¬ 
ticipation  agreements  between  produc¬ 
tion  credit  associations  and  commercial 
banks,  the  deletion  of  which  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Federal  Farm  Credit 
Board,  and  to  correct  a  printing  error. 

Chapter  VI  of  Title  12  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  §614.4333(6).  adding  §615.5135, 
and  correcting  §  619.9330  as  follows: 

PART  614 — LOAN  POLICIES  AND 
OPERATIONS 

§  614.4333  [Amended] 

1.  In  §  614.4333,  paragraph  (e)  is  de¬ 
leted. 


PART  616— FUNDING  AND  FISCAL 
AFFAIRS 

2.  Section  615.5135  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  615.5135  Investment  policy. 

Each  bank’s  board  of  directors  shall 
adopt  a  policy,  subject  to  approval  by  the 
Farm  Credit  Adndnlstratlon,  regarding 
the  management  of  sxurplus  funds. 


PART  619— DEFINITIONS 

3.  Section  619.9330  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  619.9330  Speculative  purposes. 

To  buy  or  sell  with  the  expectation  of 
profiting  by  fluetuatlons  in  price. 

(See.  6.9. 6.18, 86  Stat.  619, 621) 

Oene  L.  Swackhamer, 

Acting  Oovemor, 

Farm  Credit  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.76-28202  PUed  10-20-76;8;46  am] 

Title  13 — Business  Credit  and  Assistance 

CHAPTER  III— ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
COMMERCE 

PART  307— TECHNICAL  ASSISTANCE. 
RESEARCH,  AND  INFORMATION 

PART  309— GENERAL  REQUIREMENTS 
FOR  FINANCUU.  ASSISTANCE 

Grant  and  Loan  Program;  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  it 
by  section  701  of  the  Public  Works  and 
Economic  Development  Act  of  1965,  as 
amended,  the  Economic  Development 
Artmtni.stration  hereby  amends  Parts  307 
and  309  of  13  CFR  Chapter  m. 

The  Public  Works  and  Economic  De- 
veloiMnent  Act  of  1965,  as  amended  pro¬ 
vides  for  two  types  of  assistance  under 
sectlcm  302.  Pursuant  to  the  Act,  a  variety 
of  entities  are  eligible  to  apply  for  §  302 
(a)  assistance,  whereas  only  designated 
ecrmomic  development  districts  are 
eligible  for  assistance  imder  §  302(b). 
Because  the  Avtsting  r^^ulation  covering 
pWgthifl  apidicants  under  section  302  of 
the  Act  falls  to  make  this  distinction.  It 


Is  necessary  to  amend  13  CFR  307.52  in 
order  to  acciurately  implement  the  Act. 
Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  impractical 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest.  More¬ 
over,  this  amendment  is  both  an  inter¬ 
pretative  rule  and  a  matter  relating  to 
the  grant  program  of  this  agency.  Thus, 
it  is  not  subject  to  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (5  UJ5.C.  553) . 

Section  711  of  the  Act  obligates  busi¬ 
ness  enterprises,  as  a  prerequisite  for 
assistance,  to  certify  the  names  of  ex¬ 
pediters  and  to  agree  to  refrain  from  em¬ 
ploying  persons  who  previously  held  EDA 
position  involving  discretion.  In  13  CFR 
309.7  this  requirement  was  broadly  con-  ’ 
strued  to  apply  to  all  applicants  includ¬ 
ing  States  and  other  public  entities.  This 
regulation  is  amended  pursuant  to  an 
opinion  received  from  the  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  which  states  that  the 
EDA  interpretation  of  section  711  of  the 
Act  is  at  variance  with  the  standards  of 
Federal  Management  Circular  74-7.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  13  CFR  309.11,  as  amended, 
will  apply  only  to  business  enterprises. 
Paragraph  (b)  of  this  regulation  is  also 
amended  by  adding  the  position  of  Re¬ 
gional  Office  Deputy  Director  to  the  Ust 
of  positions  involving  discretion.  Because 
this  regulation  is  an  interpretative  rule 
and  concerns  agency  organization,  it  is 
exempt  from  the  public  notice  provisions 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act. 
Furthermore,  as  these  amendments  per¬ 
tain  to  the  grant  and  loan  program  of 
EDA  and  are  intended  to  relieve  a  re¬ 
striction,  they  shall  become  effective  im¬ 
mediate^. 

In  con^deration  of  the  foregoing  Parts 
307  and  309  of  Chapter  in  of  Title  13 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
hereby  amended. 

1.  Title  13,  §  307.52  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  307.52  Eligible  applicants. 

(a)  Eligible  applicants  under  §  302(a) 
of  the  Act  are: 

(1)  The  Oovemor  of  a  State  or  an 
agency  designated  by  him,  and  the  Chief 
Executive  Officer  of  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Puerto  Rico.  Virgin  Islands, 
Guam  and  American  Samoa. 

(2)  Chief  Officer  of  governing  bodies 
of  sub-state  planning  tmits,  economic 
develoiMnent  districts,  and  redevelop¬ 
ment  areas. 

(3)  Chief  Executive  of  cities  and  coun¬ 
ties  meeting  EDA  eligibility  crit^ia  and 
not  located  wh(^  within  larger  multi¬ 
county  planning  and  development  or¬ 
ganizations  receiving  planning  fimds 
imder  section  301  of  the  Act. 

(4)  Chief  Executives  of  cities,  counties, 
and  redevelopment  areas  in  multi-coimty 
organizations  receiving  funds  under  sec¬ 
tion  301  of  the  Act  whose  applications 
are  endorsed  by  the  Boards  of  the  mulU- 
coimty  organizations,  and  who  demon¬ 
strate  exceptional  ne^  for  planning  as¬ 
sistance.  beyond  that  provided  through 
the  multi-county  oi^ianlzatians,  for 
planning  activities  other  than  on-going 
administrative  support,  the  preparation 


of  ofiginal  OEDP  documents,  updated 
OEDP  docmnents  or  OEDP  reports,  and 
other  activities  usually  funded  under 
§  301(b)  of  the  Act. 

(5)  Eligible  applicants  cited  under  this 
subpart,  if  the  Swretary  determines  that 
planning  assistance  is  necessary  and 
other  fimds  are  not  available  to  develop 
a  plan  required  by  Title  IX  of  the  Act. 

(b)  The  eligible  applicant  under  §  302 
(b)  of  the  Act  is  the  Chief  Officer  of  a 
designated  economic  development  dis¬ 
trict. 

(1)  An  economic  devdopment  district 
must  also  be  designated  by  the  State  or. 
Where  necessary,  by  the  State  and  OMB, 
in  order  to  qualify  for  assistance  as  an 
authorized  A-95  reviewing  agrency. 

2.  Title  13,  §309.7  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  introductory  paragraph  (a)  and  the 
entire  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  309.7  Employment  of  expediters  of 
administrative  employees,  compen¬ 
sation  of  persons  engaged  by  or  on 
behalf  of  applicants. 

(a)  No  application  or  plan  fmr  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  for  any  business  enter¬ 
prise  shall  be  ai^roved  by  EDA  under 
sections  101,  201,  202  or  403  of  the  Act 
unless  the  ai^lictmt: 

•  *  *  *  • 

(b)  Definitions  as  used  in  this  section: 
“Positions  involving  discretion’’  means 

the  Assistant  Secretary,  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretaries  for  Beonimalc  Development, 
Economic  Development  Planning,  and 
Eeonomie  Developmmt  Operations;  Of¬ 
fice  Dtoectors,  Deputy  Office  Directms, 
and  Division  Chiefs  in  the  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Woiks,  Business  Devdc^xuent,  and 
Technical  Assistance;  and  Director  and 
Deputy  Director  of  the  Offices  of  Eco¬ 
nomic  Research,  Planning  and  Program 
Support,  and  Development  Organiza¬ 
tions.  This  term  also  includes  Regional 
Office  Directors  and  Regional  Office 
Deputy  Directors  with  respect  to  proj¬ 
ects  located  in  their  region.  Clerical  em¬ 
ployees  do  not  occupy  positions  involv¬ 
ing  discretion  with  respect  to  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  assistance  under  the  Act.  The  dis¬ 
cretionary  nature  of  the  positions  and 
activities  of  other  ranployees  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  at 
such  time  as  the  employee  terminates 
his  emplosmient. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  701,  Pub.  L.  80-136  (August  26,  1966) ; 
42  U.S.C.  3211;  79  Stat.  670  and  Department 
of  Ck>nuneroe  Organization  Order  10-4 
(AprU  1,  1970)  as  amended  (35  FR  5970  as 
amended  at  40  FR  12532) ) 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  October  21, 1975. 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  econom¬ 
ic  and  infiationary  impacts  of  this  regu¬ 
lation  have  beoi  carefulhr  evaluated  in 
accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated  October  10,  1975. 

D.  J.  Cahill, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  DeveHopment, 
[FR  Doc.75-282e7  Filed  10-20-75:8:45  am.] 
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Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 
CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  C-2728]  v 

PART  IS— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES.  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Checkmate  Inquiry  Service,  Inc.  and 
Samuel  Berke 

Subpart — Collectiiig.  assembling,  fur¬ 
nishing  or  utilizing  consumer  reports: 

S  13.382  Collecting,  assembling,  furnish¬ 
ing  or  utilizing  consumer  reports; 

S  13.382-1  Confidentiality,,  accuracy,  rel¬ 
evancy,  and  proper  utilization;  S  13.382- 
1(a)  Fair  Credit  Reporting  Act;  S  13.382- 
quirements;  S  13.382-6(a)  FEdr  Credit 
Reporting  Act.  Subpart — Corrective  ac¬ 
tions  and/or  requiremoits;  §  13.533  Cor¬ 
rective  actions  and/or  requirements; 

§  13.533-45  Maintain  records;  S  13.533- 
45  (m)  Records,  sales. 

(See.  8.  88  Stat.  721;  16  UA.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  iqiply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  82 
Stat.  146,  147;  84  Stat.  1127-36;  16  UA.C. 
1601,  et  seq.) 

In  the  Matter  of  Checkmate  Inquiry 
Service.  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and 
SamueL  Berke,  individually  and  as 
an  officer  of  said  corporation. 

Ccrnsmt  order  requiring  a  New  York 
City  cmisumer  credit  reporting  agency, 
among  other  things  to  cease  failing  to 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  Fair 
credit  Reporting  Act  pertaining  to  the 
reporting  of  information  disputed  by  the 
consumer.  Respondents  are  further  re¬ 
quired  to  retain  evidence  of  compliance 
for  a  polod  of  two  years. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
cmnpllance  therewith,  is  as  follows:  '■ 
Order 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Check¬ 
mate  Inquiry  Service,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
its  successors  and  assigns,  and  its  ofdcer 
Samuel  Berke,  individually  and  as  an 
<^cer  of  said  corporation,  and  respond¬ 
ents'  ag^ts,  representatives  and  on- 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  corpora¬ 
tion.  subsidiary,  division  (x  other  device, 
in  coihiection  with  the  collecting,  as- 
s^bllng  or  furnishing  of  consumer  re¬ 
ports.  as  “consmner  report”  is  defined  in 
sectiiHi  603(d)  of  the  Fair  Credit  Report¬ 
ing  Act  (Pub.  L.  No.  91-508,  15  U-S.C. 
1601,  et  seq.) ,  shall  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Failing  to  explicitly  disclose  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  consumer  his  or  her  rleht  to 
request  that  a  consumer  statement  with 
respect  to  disputed  information  be  soit 
by  respondmts  to  persons  designated  by 
the  consumer  who  have  received  the  de¬ 
leted  or  disputed  information  within  two 
yecus  for  employment  purposes  or  within 
six  montltf  for  any  other  iHirpose.  Such 
disclosure  shall  be  made  at  or  prior  to 
the  time  the  Informatiixi  is  deleted  or 
the  consumer's  statemnit  regarding  the 
disputed  information  is  received. 

2.  Falling  to  furnish  any  consumer 
statement,  codification  or  summary 
thereof  to  any  person  designated  by  the 
c<msumer  and  qualified  under  section 

1  Copies  at  the  Oomiflaint,  Decision  and 
Order,  filed  with  the  original  document. 


611(d)  of  the  Fair  Credit  Reporting  Act 
to  receive  such  information.  Such  noti¬ 
fication  shall  take  place  within  five  busi¬ 
ness  days  after  the  deletion  or  receipt  of 
the  consumer’s  request  that  the  state¬ 
ment,  codification  or  summary  be  sent. 

3.  Failing,  whenever  a  stat^nent  of  dis¬ 
pute  has  bem  filed,  unless  there  are  rea¬ 
sonable  grounds  to  believe  that  the  state¬ 
ment  of  dispute  is  frivolous  or  irrelevant, 
to  clearly  note  in  any  subsequent  con¬ 
sumer  report  contain!:^  the  information 
in  question  that  it  is  disputed  by  the  con¬ 
sumer.  and  to  provide  either  the  con¬ 
sumer’s  statement  or  a  clear  and  accu¬ 
rate  codificatkm  or  summary  thereof. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondents 
shall,  at  all  times  subsequent  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  order,  maintain  complete 
business  records  relative  to  the  manner 
and  form  of  their  compliance  with  this 
order  during  the  immediately  preceding 
two-year  period.  Such  records  shall  in¬ 
clude  all  correspondence  with  consum¬ 
ers  and  consxuner  report  applicants,  pol¬ 
icy  directives,  completely  filled  out  in¬ 
terview  repoi1».  complaints  from  con¬ 
sumers  and  consumer  report  iq>pllcants, 
and  other  pertinent  documents.  Such 
records  shall  be  kept  in  chronological  or¬ 
der  separate  from  the  consumer  files  and 
shall  be  made  available  for  inspection 
and  photocop3dng  by  any  authorized  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  Federal  Trade  C(Hn- 
mission  upon  reasonable  notice  at  re¬ 
spondents’  place  of  business  or  other 
properly  designated  location. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ents  deliver  a  copy  of  this  order  to  cease 
and  desist  to  all  employees  now  or  there¬ 
after  engaged  in  the  collecting,  ass^U- 
ing,  evaluating  or  furnishing  of  consumer 
information  to  third  parties  and  that 
respondents  secure  a  signed  statement 
acknowledging  receipt  of  said  order  from 
each  such  person. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ents  notify  the  Commission  at  least 
thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  any  proposed 
change  in  the  corporate  respondent, 
such  as  dissolution,  asslgxunait  or  sale, 
resulting  in  the  emergence  of  a  succes¬ 
sor  corporation,  the  creation  or  dissolu¬ 
tion  of  subsidiaries,  or  any  other  change 
in  the  corporation  which  may  affect 
compliance  obligations  arising  out  ot 
this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  individ¬ 
ual  respondent  named  herein  promptly 
notify  the  Commission  (ff  the  discon¬ 
tinuance  of  his  present  business  or  em¬ 
ployment  and  of  his  affiliation  with  a 
new  business  or  employment.  Such  no¬ 
tice  shall  include  respondent’s  current 
business  or  employment  in  which  he  is 
engaged  as  well  as  a  description  of  his 
duties  and  responsibilities. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondoits 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  this 
order.  . 

The  decision  and  order  was  issued  by 
the  Commission  Septmber  22, 1975. 

Charlb  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-28276  FUed  10-20-76:8:46  sm] 


(Docket  No.  C-2729] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Pay  'N  Save  Corp.  and  Donald  Thoreson 

Subpart — Coercing  and  intimidating: 

§  13.356  Delinquent  debtors.  SulH>art — 
Corrective  actions  and/or  requirements: 

§  13.533  Corrective  actions  and/or  re¬ 
quirements;  §  13.533-45  Maintain  rec¬ 
ords;  S  13.533-45 (k)  Records,  in  general; 

S  13.533-70  Vacate  court  action(s) .  Sub¬ 
part— Enforcing  dealings  or  payments 
wrongfully :  S  13.1045  Enforcing  dealings 
or  payments  wnmsffully.  Subpart— Ne¬ 
glecting,  imfairly  or  deceptively  to  make 
material  disclosure:  S  13.4985  Scientific 
or  other  relevant  facts. 

(Sec.  6.  38  stat.  721;  16  UJ3.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  aisles  sec.  6,  38  S.tat.  719,  as  amended; 

16  UA.C.  46) 

In  the  Matter  of  Pay  'N  Save  Corpora¬ 
tion,  a  corporation,  and  Donald 
Thoreson,  an  individual. 

Consent  ocdest  requiring  a  Seattle, 
Wash.,  retailer  of  dnigs  and  ti^etiies, 
wearing  apparri,  hardware,  gardm  sup¬ 
plies  and  spmrtlng  goods,  in  connectlcm 
with  its  debt  (xdlection  activities,  among 
oth^  things  to  cease  failing  to  honor 
agreonents  it  has  made  to  refrain  from 
further  legal  action  in  collecting  debts 
from  allegedly  dellnqumit  debtors.  Where 
debtor  vlolatn  the  agreemmxt,  respond¬ 
ent  still  must  give  the  debtmr  notice  be¬ 
fore  taking  further  legal  actlcm.  Further, 
respcmdent  is  required  to  inform  the  court 
of  the  exlstenoe  of  any  such  agreonents 
or  any  other  respmise  to  the  summons 
made  by  d^tor. 

The  orda:  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  rawrt  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows:  ^ 

Ormr 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Pay  'N 
Save  OorpMatlon  (haeinafter  Pay  'N 
Save),  a  (XNporatkm,  its  successors,  as¬ 
signs.  ofBcers.  agaito.  representatives  and 
employees,  and  Donald  Thoreson,  an  in¬ 
dividual.  directly  or  through  any  other 
device,  in  connection  with  the  collection 
of  consumer  credit  obligations  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  "commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Oommlsslmi  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Filing  any  motion  for  default  judg¬ 
ment  against  an  alleged  debtor  with 
whixn  they  have  mtered  an  agreemmt, 
either  written  or  oial,  regarding  the  pay- 
moit  of  a  consumer  credit  oUigation, 
subsequent  to  service  at  summons  and 
c(»nplaint  upon  the  alleged  debtm:,  im- 
less  the  alleged  debtor  is  given  at  least 
10  days  notice  prior  to  entry  of  the  de¬ 
fault  judgment. 

2.  Taking  a  default  judgment  in  any 
lawsuit  instituted  to  collect  a  consumer 
credit  oUlgaticm  when  subsequent  to 
service  of  summons  and  complaint  upon 
the  alleged  debtm:;  a.  The  respondents 
have  agreed,  either  mrally  or  in  witting, 
to  a  method  payment,  and  b.  the  al- 


*  Copies  of  the  Complelnt,  Decision  end 
OrdOT,  filed  with  the  original  document. 
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leged  debtor  is  complying  with  the  terms 
of  such  agreement. 

3.  Failing  to  inform  the  court  of  any 
timely  appearance  or  response  to  ttie 
summons,  formal  or  informed,  ^ndtten  or 
oral,  made  by  the  alleged  debtor  subse¬ 
quent  to  service  of  summons  and  com¬ 
plaint.  prior  to  obtaining  a  default  Judg¬ 
ment. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  where  re¬ 
spondents  learn  subsequent  to  the  filing 
of  a  motion  for  default  judgment  that  the 
preceding  paragraph  has  not  been  com¬ 
plied.  with  they  shall  forthwith  termi¬ 
nate  the  lawsuit  and  vacate  any  default 
judgment  entered  therein. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Pay  "N  Save 
prepare  and  maintain  records  of  suits 
instituted  by  Pay  ’N  Save  or  any  of  Its 
divisions  or  subsidiaries,  agents  or  as¬ 
signees  for  the  collection  of  consumer 
credit  obligations  in  udiich  default  judg¬ 
ments  have  been  granted  which  shall 
include  copies  of  all  legal  papers  re¬ 
lating  to  the  default  judgment,  copies  of 
all  written  commimication.  and  sum¬ 
maries  of  all  oral  commimication  be¬ 
tween  respondents  and  defendants  in 
such  suits  during  the  period  of  time  be¬ 
tween  service  of  summons  and  complaint 
and  the  granting  of  default  judgment. 
Such  records  shall  be  maintained  for  a 
period  of  one  year  after  the  granting  of 
default  judgment  and  shall  be  made 
available  to  representatives  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Trade  Commission  for  inspection 
and  copying  at  all  times  upon  reasonable 
request  therefor. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Pay  ’N  Save 
shall  forthwith  deliver  a  copy  of  this 
order  to  each  of  its  subsidiaries,  operat¬ 
ing  divisions  and  employees  engaged  in 
the  collection  of  consumer  credit  obli¬ 
gations  or  enforcement  of  judgments 
based  on  consumer  credit  obligations. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Pay  ’N  Save 
notify  the  Commission  at  least  thirty 
days  prior  to  any  proposed  change  in  the 
corporate  respondent  such  as  dissolu¬ 
tion,  assignment  or  sale  resulting  in  the 
emergence  of  a  successor  corporation,  the 
creation  or  dissolution  of  subsidiaries  or 
any  other  change  in  the  corporation, 
which  may  affect  compliance  obligations 
arising  out  of  t^  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  indi¬ 
vidual  respondent  promptly  notify  the 
Commission  of  the  discontinuance  of  his 
present  business  afiBliation  with  Pay  ’N 
Save  and/or  of  any  new  afQliation  with, 
or  repres^tation  of,  a  business,  where 
such  new  affiliation  or  representation  in¬ 
volves  si^tantial  collections  of  con¬ 
sumer  credit  obligations.  Such  notice 
shall  Include  respond^t’s  current  busi¬ 
ness  address  and  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  new  business  with  which 
he  is  affiliated  or  which  he  is  represent¬ 
ing. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond- 
oits  herein  shall  wlttain  sixty  days  after 
service  upon  than  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report,  in  writing  set¬ 


ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  this 
order. 

Hie  Decision  and  Order  was  issued  by 
the  Commission  September  23, 1975. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-28276  Piled  10-20-75;8;45  am] 


[Dof^et  No.  88480] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE  PRAC¬ 
TICES,  AND  AFFIRMATIVE  CORRECTIVE 
ACTIONS 

Budd  Co. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  IS  UB.C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  7,  38  Stat.  731,  as  amended; 
15  UJ5.C.  18) 

In  the  Matter  of  The  Budd  Company,  a 
corporation. 

Order  dismissing  complaint  issued 
against  a  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  autianotlve 
parts  supplier  for  alleged  violation  of  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Clayton  Act.  The  Ccunmls- 
skm  vacated  the  initial  decision  of  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  finding  re¬ 
spondent’s  acquisition  of  Gindy  Manu¬ 
facturing  Corporation  to  be  procompeti- 
tive  rather  than  anticompetitive  as  al¬ 
leged  in  the  complaint. 

The  final  order,  is  as  follows;  ’ 

Final  Order 

This  matter  having  been  heard  by  the 
Commission  up<m  briefs  and  oral  argu- 
moit  in  sui^;>ort  of  and  in  opposition  to 
the  argieal  of  respondent  from  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge’s  initial  decision 
herein,  and  the  Commission,  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  stated  in  the  accompanying  opinion, 
having  concluded  that  the  appeal  should 
be  granted: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge’s  initial  decision  be.  and 
it  hereby  is,  vacated  and  the  attached 
opinion  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  adopted  as 
the  decision  of  the  Ccanmisslon,  and 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  com¬ 
plaint  in  this  matter  be,  and  it  hereby  is, 
dismissed. 

Opinion  of  the  Commission  by  Com¬ 
missioner  Ehgman. 

Dissenting  Statonent  of  Commissioner 
Dixon  suid  EUssenting  Statement  of  Com¬ 
missions  HanfoM. 

The  Final  Order  was  issued  by  the 
Commission  August  29, 1975. 

Charles  A.  Tobin, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-28a74  FUed  10-a0-75;8:45  am] 


1  Ooptes  of  the  Complaint.  Initial  Decision, 
Final  Order.  Opinion  of  the  Cwnmlaslon  by 
Commissioner  Engman,  Dissenting  Statement 
of  Commissioner  Dixon  and  Dissenting  State¬ 
ment  of  Oommlssloner  Hanfoid,  filed  with  the 
original  document. 


Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  IL— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

[Beleaee  No.  10-8069] 

PART  271— INTERPRETIVE  RELEASES  RE¬ 
LATING  TO  THE  INVESTMENT  COM¬ 
PANY  ACT  OF  1940  AND  GENERAL 
RULES  AND  REGULATIONS  THERE¬ 
UNDER 

Guidelines  for  Filing  of  Application  for  Or¬ 
der  Permitting  Registration  of  Foreign 
investment  Companies 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-26371  appearing  at  page 
45424  in  the  issue  of  Thursday,  Octoter  2, 
1975  the  twelfth  and  thirteenth  lines  of 
the  second  paragraph  in  footnote  on  page 
45426  reading  “company,  and  to  other 
persons  in  their  company  as  though  such 
were  a  reg-’’  should  read  “(xunpany,  and 
to  other  persons  in  their  transactions  and 
relations  with  such  company,  as  though 
such  company  were  a  reg-’’. 


Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 
[Docket  No.  75G-0174] 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Food  Additives  Permitted  in  Food  for 
Human  Consumption;  Citric  Acid 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  adding  a  new  section  to  the  food  addi¬ 
tive  regulations  (21  CTTl  Part  121,  Sub¬ 
part  D)  to  permit  a  new  solvent  extrac¬ 
tion  process  for  citric  acid,  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1975. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA)  is  conducting  a  study  of  the  safety 
of  ingredioits  added  directly  to  human 
food  that  have  been  previously  classi¬ 
fied  as  generally  recognized  as  safe 
(GRAS)  or  sanctioned  by  FDA  or  the 
UjB.  Department  of  Agriculture  before 
enactment  of  the  Food  Additives  Amend¬ 
ment  of  1958.  The  Commissioner  has  is¬ 
sued  various  rules,  proposals,  and  notices, 
notably  those  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  July  26,  1973  (38  FR  20036- 
20057)  and  Sa>tember  23,  1974  (39  FR 
34172-34219),  implementing  this  review. 
—  Under  section  409  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21  TJB.C.  348), 
a  food  manufacturer  need  not  consult 
with  or  obtain  approval  from  FDA  be¬ 
fore  using  a  food  ingredient  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  GRAS  for  the  use  in¬ 
volved.  Moreover.  FDA  previously  con¬ 
cluded  in  §  121.101(a)  (21  CFR  121.101 
(a) )  that  it  was  impractical  to  attempt 
to  list  all  food  ingredients  that  are  GRAS 
for  their  intended  use.  Thus  a  number  of 
ingredients  are  used  in  foods  on  the  de¬ 
termination  and  responsibility  of  food 
manufacturers  that  an  ingredient  is 
GRAS  for  the  purpose  used,  without  re¬ 
view  or  approval  by  FDA. 
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Use  of  food  Ingredients  as  GRAB  with¬ 
out  the  review  and  approval  of  FDA  often 
does  not  afford  oin>ortunlty  for  partici¬ 
pation  of  qualifi^  scientists  and  other 
interested  members  of  the  public.  In  ad¬ 
dition.-  the  law  requires  FDA  to  monitor 
the  use  of  all  food  Ingredients  and  to 
make  certain  that  no  ingredients  are 
used  that  are  not  in  fact  GRAS,  unless  a 
food  additive  regxilation  is  promulgated. 
Accordingly,  the  Commissions^  has  de¬ 
termined  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest 
to  have  the  safety  of  ingredients  used  in 
food  on  the  basis  of  GRAS  status  re¬ 
viewed  through  public  procedures.  The 
Commissioner  has  promulgated  criteria 
by  which  a  substance  may  be  eligible  for 
GRAS  status  (21  CFR  121.3) .  and  pro- 
cedxu^s  for  submitting  petitions  request- 
ing  FDA  affirmation  of  GRAS  status  (21 
CFR  121.40)  or  determination  of  food 
addlUve  status  (21  CFR  121.41). 

Substances  affirmed  as  GRAS  are  be¬ 
ing  identified  in  §§  121.104  and  121.105 
(21  CFR  121.104. 121.105) .  Because  of  the 
wide  scope  of  sections  201  (s)  and  409  of 
the  act.  which  encompass  all  ingredients 
in  any  processed  or  fabricated  food,  in¬ 
cluding  raw  agricultural  commodities 
and  substances  migrating  from  food- 
contact  articles,  an  all-inclusive  list  of 
affirmed  GRAS  food  ingredients  will  not 
be  attained  for  some  time. 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures  es¬ 
tablished  in  S  121.40.  Miles  Laboratories. 
Inc..  Marschall  DivMon.  1127  Myrtle  St.. 
Elkhart,  IN  46514,  submitted  a  petition 
(GRASP  4G0035)  requesting  affirmation 
that  citric  acid  produced  by  a  conven¬ 
tional  ferjnentation  process,  which  is 
modified  by  using  a  new  solvent  extrac¬ 
tion  system,  is  GRAS  for  use  in  food. 

A  notice  of  the  filing  of  this  petition 
was  p\ibllshed  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  December  19, 1973  (38  FR  34829) ,  and 
interested  persons  were  notified  therein 
of  their  <»)portunity  to  review  the  peti- 
tlmi  and  to  submit  comments  to  the  Hear¬ 
ing  drai:.  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion.  No  comments  were  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice. 

Citric  acid  has  been  a  commercial  arti¬ 
cle  a[  considerable  volume  since  the  turn 
of  the  coitury.  Commercial  production  is 
reported  to  have  begun  in  1860.  It  was 
originally  produced  by  concentration  of 
citrus  fnilt  juice,  principally  lime  and 
lemon.  Increasing  production  demands 
led  to  the  discovery  and  introduction, 
about  1923,  of  a  production  process  using 
enzyme  fermentation  of  carbohydrates. 
By  the  end  of  World  T^ar  n,  production 
in  the  United  States  was  about  26  mil¬ 
lion  pounds.  In  1970  the  reported  usfi  in 
foods  alone  reached  nearly  36  million 
pounds.  V. 

The  scientific  literature  indicates  that 
most  at  the  citric  acid  for  commerce  is 
presently  produced  by  fermentation 
processes  using  the  enzyme  systons  of 
selected  straiiVB  of  Aspergaius  niger  (a 
fungus)  in  the  c(»tversion  into  citric  acid 
of  cartx^drates  such  as  dextrose,  su¬ 
crose,  cmd  by-products  of  sugar  produc¬ 
tion. 

These  fungal  fermentations  generally 
l»oduce  other  organic  compounds  in  ap- 
preclidrle  quantities  under  certain  con¬ 
ditions.  However,  the  physical  param¬ 


eters  at  the  fermeitatlan  processes  can 
be  adjusted  to  minimize  production  of 
undesirable  metabrffites.  Consideration  at 
these  enzyme  systems  (petition  GRASP 
3G()016  submitted  by  the  Ad  Hoc  Enzyme 
Oonunittee)  is  included  in  the  review 
now  being  undertaken  by  FDA. 

The  petitioner  has  present  adequate 
data  to  demonstrate  the  feasibility  of  re¬ 
covering  food-grade  citric  acid  by  ex¬ 
traction  from  the  fermentation  liquor 
with  a  solvent  system  consisting  of  n- 
octyl  alcohol,  synthetic  isoparaffinic  pe¬ 
troleum  hydrocarbons,  and  tridodecyl 
amine.  The  petition  was  filed  as  provided 
for  in  §  121.40  and  carefully  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  the  criteria  estab¬ 
lished  for  GRAS  substances. 

The  citric  acid  that  is  the  subject  of 
this  GRAS  petition  is  produced  by  a 
fermentation  process.  The  petitioner  de¬ 
scribes  this  process  as  being  the  basic 
commercial  fermentation  process  initi¬ 
ated  with  an  inoculum  of  AspergUltu 
niger  spores,  but  with  a  modified  recovery 
process  for  citric  acid.  The  extraction 
method  described  in  this  petition  repre¬ 
sents  a  new  development  in  recovery  of 
citric  acid  from  the  fermentation  liquor. 
The  proposed  solvent  extraction  process 
will  substitute  for  that  portion  of  the 
conventional  process  wherein  lime  is 
added  to  the  ffitered  liquor  to  form  cal¬ 
cium  citrate,  which  is  then  removed  frmn 
the  liquor  by  filtration  and  subsequently 
converted  to  citric  acid  by  the  use  of 
sulfuric  acid.  The  petitioner  proposes  the 
new  solvent  extraction  process  as  a  sub¬ 
stitute  recovery  step  using  a  three- 
component  solvent  system,  which  ex¬ 
tracts  citric  acid  from  an  aqueous  mix¬ 
ture  and  subsequently,  following  tem¬ 
perature  changes,  releases  the  citric  acid 
to  water.  The  three  solvents  used  are 
n-octyl  alcohol,  regulated  by  S  121.1238 
(21  CFR  121.1238) ;  synthetic  isoparaf¬ 
finic  petroleum  hydrocarbons,  regulated 
by  §121.1154  (21  CFR  121.1154);  and 
tridodecyl  amine. 

The  Commissioner  affirms  his  re¬ 
sponses  to  the  comments  on  a  previous 
petition,  GRASP  3G0014  filed  by  Pfizer, 
to  affirm  the  GRAS  status  of  citric  acid 
produced  with  a  different  substrate.  No¬ 
tice  of  the  filing  of  that  petition  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  July  24, 
1973  (38  FR  19852),  and  the  process  is 
regulated  by  §  121.1259  (21  CFR  121.- 
1259),  which  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  September  23,  1974  (39 
FR  34188) .  The  Commissioner  ctmcluded 
-  that  if  a  prodiict  manufactured  by  a  new 
process  is  identical  with  an  existing 
GRAS  substance,  as  far  as  ’adequate 
specifications  can  assure,  the  end  product 
may  be  considered  GRAS.  If  the  new 
process  suggests  the  need  for  additional 
specifications  to  maintain  a  food  grade, 
these  should  be  iq>plled  to  such  GRAS 
substances  produced  by  the  process.  If 
the  new  process  suggests  the  need  for 
regulation  of  the  process  to  assure  that 
significant  alteration  of  the  product  does 
not  occur  when  the  process  is  used  by 
other  manufacturers,  a  regulation  cover¬ 
ing  the  iMDcess  will  be  prmnulgated. 

The  lifles  LaboratorleB  Inc,  petitioii 
(GRASP  4G00SS)  requests  GRAS  afflr- 
matton  of  cttiie  add  dntved  from  the 


conventional  commercial  fermentation 
process  using  a  modified  recovery  system,  | 
The  three-solvent  extraction  system  Is  a  < 
chmige  sufficient  to  warrant  regulation  of  \ 
the  new  process  for  the  produetkm  of 
citric  acid  to  avoid  excessive  solvent  resi¬ 
dues.  'Hiere  is  no  reason  to  ccmslder  the 
new  citric  acid  different  from  food-grade 
citric  acid  prepared  by  other  processes,  if 
the  existing  Fk>od  Chemicals  Codex  spec¬ 
ifications  are  supplemented  to  include  a 
specification  assuring  the  absence  of 
polynuclear  aromatic  hydrocarbons 
(PNA’s) . 

The  GRAS  status  of  food-grade  citric 
acid  is  the  subject  of  review  and  evalua¬ 
tion  by  the  PDA  in  the  current  GRAS  re¬ 
view  program  as  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  October  23,  1971  (36  FR 
20546) .  Therefore,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  §  121.40(c)  (1),  citric  acid 
is  not  eligible  for  GRAS  affirmation  by 
public  petition,  and  that  request  in  this 
petition  is  denied.  Pending  the  evaluation 
of  the  GRAS  status  of  food-grade  citric 
acid,  FDA  will  consider  citric  acid  ex¬ 
tracted  from  the  conventional  fermenta¬ 
tion  process  by  the  new  solvent  extrac¬ 
tion  process,  which  meets  the  specifica¬ 
tions  of  the  Food  CThemlcals  Codex  and  is 
free  from  PNA’s  when  tested  by  the  pre¬ 
scribed  method,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  September  23.  1974  (39  FR 
34190),  to  be  in  the  same  category  as 
other  food-grade  citric  acid. 

The  petition  requires  consideration  of 
the  status  and  conditions  oi  sate  use  of 
the  new  solvent  extraction  process.  The 
Commissioner  finds  that: 

1.  No  evidence  was  presented  that  there 
are  published  studies  on  the  safety  of  this 
solvent  extraction  systmi  for  producing 
citric  acid  that  are  available  to  scientists 
generally,  or  that  there  is  common 
knowledge  about  the  safety  of  the  pro¬ 
duction  method  by  persons  in  the  scien¬ 
tific  community  who  are  knowledgeable 
about  the  safety  of  food  ingredients.  The 
petitioner  presents  unpublished  data  to 
establish  the  safety  of  the  proposed  use 
of  the  solvent  system  of  this  process  for 
the  production  of  citric  acid. 

2.  The  solvmt  system  was  not  com¬ 
monly  used  in  food  productloii  in  the 
United  States  prior  to  January  1, 1958. 

3.  The  use  requested  is  effective. 

4.  The  use  requested  is  safe. 

5.  Information  is  not  presented  to  per¬ 
mit  an  adequate  evaluation  of  the  safety 
Of  the  fermentatkm  residue  as  a  by¬ 
product  for  animal  feed  use. 

Accordingly,  the  Ccunmissioner  c(mcludes 
in  accordance  with  1 121.40(e)  (5)  that 
there  is  a  lack  at  convincing  evidence 
that  the  solvent  extraction  process  is 
GRAS.  The  solvent  extraction  iHooess 
and  the  solvent  components  are  therefcm 
food  additives  subject  to  seetkm  409  of 
the  act. 

The  Commissioner  further  advises  that 
the  petition  sutunitted  for  GRAS  affir¬ 
mation  has  been  evaluated  as  a  food 
additive  petition  in  accordance  with 
§1 121.4(c)  and  121.51  (21  CFR  121.41(c). 
121.51) .  The  Commissioner  finds  that  the 
data  provided  are  sufficient  to  estabUsh 
the  conditions  of  safe  use  for  this  solvent 
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recovery  system  for  the  production  of 
food-grade  citric  add.' 

The  petition  also  requires  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  conditions  of  safe  use  of  tri- 
dodecyl  amine  in  ttie  sohrent  recovery 
system  for  citric  acid.  The  Commissioner 
finds  that  the  evidence  presented  has 
shown  that  residues  of  100  parts  per  bil¬ 
lion  (ppb)  of  tridodecyl  amine  may  be 
present  in  the  citric  acid  extracted  by 
this  process.  The  Commissioner  concludes 
that  he  has  sufficient  data  to  provide  fm* 
the  conditions  of  safe  use  of  tridodecyl 
amine  as  a  food  additive  for  such  use 
with  a  limit  of  100  ppb  in  the  citric  acid. 

The  Commissioner  has  considered  the 
potential  for  environmental  and  infla¬ 
tionary  impact  and  concludes  that  this 
is  not  a  major  action  that  significantly 
affects  either  the-quallty  of  the  human 
environment  or  inflation.  Consequently, 
neither,  an  environmental  nor  an  infla¬ 
tionary  Impact  statement  is  necessary. 

Therefore,  imder  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(secs.  201(8),  409,  701(a).  52  8tat.  1055, 
72  Stat.  1784-1788,  as  amended  (21  n.S.C. 
321  (s),  348,  371(a)) )  and  under  author¬ 
ity  driegated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  the 
Commissioner  concludes  that  the  request 
for  ORAS  affirmation  of  citric  acid  (sol¬ 
vent  extracted)  be  denied  and  that  Part 
121  be  amended  by  adding  a  new  section 
to  Sut8>art  D  to  read  as  follows : 

§  121.1267  Solvent  extraction  process 
for  citric  acidL 

A  solvent  extraction  process  for  recov¬ 
ery  of  citric  acid  from  conventional  As- 
pergtaus  niger  fermentation  liquor  may 
be  safely  used  to  produce  food-grade  cit¬ 
ric  acid  in  accordance  with  the  follow¬ 
ing  conditions: 

I  (a)  The  solvent  used  in  the  process 
consists  of  a  mixture  of  n-octyl  alcohol 
meeting  the  requirements  of  S  121.1238, 
synthetic  isoparaffinic  petroleum  hydro- 
caibons  meeting  the  requirements  of 
S  121.1154,  and  tridodecyl  amine. 

(b)  The  component  substances  are 
used  solely  as  a  solvent  mixture  and  in  a 
manner  that  does  not  result  in  forma¬ 
tion  of  products  not  present  in  conven¬ 
tionally  produced  citric  acid. 

(c)  The  citric  acid  so  produced  meets 
the  specifications  of  the  Food  Chemicals 
Codex,  2d  Ed.  (1972)*  and  supidements 
thereto,  and  the  polsmuclear  aromatio 
hydrocarbon  specifications  of  §  121.1259. 

(d)  Residues  of  n-octyl  alcohol  and 
synthetic  isoparaffinic  petroleum  hydro- 
carbmis  are  removed  in  accordance  with 
good  manufacturing  practice.  Churoit 
good  manufacturing  practice  results  in 
residues  not  exceeding  16  parts  per  mil¬ 
lion  (ppm)  n-octyl  alcohol  and  0.47  igm 
synthetic  isoparaffinic  petroleum  hydro- 
carbmis  in  citric  acid. 


der  may  at  any  time  on  or  befOTe  Novem¬ 
ber  20, 1875,  file  with  the  Hearing  Cflerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Admlntetration,  Rm.  4- 
65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852,  written  objections  ttiereto.  Objec¬ 
tions  shall  show  wherein  the  person  fil¬ 
ing  will  be  adversely  affected  by  the  or¬ 
der,  specify  with  particularity  the 
provisions  of  the  order  deemed  objection- 
aide,  and  state  the  groimds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  shall  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing,  shall  be  supported  by  grounds 
factually  and  legally  sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought,  and  shall  inchide  a 
detailed  description  and  analysis  of  the 
factual  information  intended  to  l^e  pre¬ 
sented  in  support  of  the  objections  in 
the  event  that  a  hearing  is  hrid.  Six 
copies  of  all  dociunents  shall  be  filed  and 
should  be  identified  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  docket  number  found  in  brackets 
in  the  heading  of  this  order.  Received 
objections  may  be  seen  in  the  above  oi- 
lice  during  working,  hom^,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  October  21,  1975. 

(Sees.  201(8),  409,  701(a),  62  Stat.  1055,  72 
Stat.  1784-1788,  as  amended  (21  n.S.C.  321  (s) . 
348, 371(a)).) 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Sax  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  for 
Compliance. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  materials 
approved  by  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Reglstor  July  18,  1973. 


[Docket  No.  75P-0214] 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Food  Addittves  Resulting  From  Contact 
With  Containers  or  Equlipment  and  Food 
Additives  Otherwise  Affecting  Food;  Anti- 
oKidants  and/or  Stabilizers  m  Polymers 

The  Commissimier  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  amending  8  121.2566  Antioxidants 
and/or  stabilizers  for  polymers  (21  CFR 
121.2566)  to  provide  for  safe  use  of  octa- 
decyl  3,5,-di-tert-butyl-4-hydroxyhydro- 
cinnamate  in  olefin  basic  copolymers 
comphring  with  8  121.2501(c)  (21  CFR 
121.2501(c)),  item  3.4  of  the  food  addi¬ 
tive  regulations,  when  used  in  contact 
with  nonfatty  foods. 

Notice  was  given  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  12,  1975  (40 
FR  11627)  that  a  food  additive  petition 
(FAP  4B2983)  had  been  filed  by  Cflba- 
(3eigy  Corp.,  Ardsley,  NY  10502,  propos¬ 
ing  ^at  8  121.2566  be  amaided  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  safe  use  of  the  subject  additive 
as  described  above. 

The  Commissioner,  having  evaluated 
the  data  in  the  food  additive  petition  and 
other  relevant  material,  concludes  that 
§  121.2566  should  be  amended  as  set  forth 
below  to  provide  for  safe  use  of  the  peti¬ 
tioned  additive  in  basic  olefin  copoljrmers 
cmnplying  with  8  121.2501(c),  item  3.4. 

Therefore,  xmder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetie  Act  (sec.  409(c)  (1), 
72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C.  348(c)(1)))  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  (21  <7FR  2.120),  8  121.2566(b) 
is  amended  by  adding  to  the  iton  “Octa- 
decyl  3,5-di-fcrt-butyl-4-hydroxyhydro- 
einnamate”  a  new  limitation,  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  121.2566  Ahtioxidants  and/er  stabiliz- 
[FB  Doc.76-28224  Filed*  10-20-75:8:45  am)  ere  for  polymiers. 


(b)  List  of  substances: 


Octadecyl  3,6-dl-tert-butyl-4-  For  use  only: 
hydroxyhy  drocixmamate . 


Limitations. 


5.  At  levels  not  exceeding  0.25  percent  by  weight  of 
olefin  copolymers  coixg>lylng  with.  {  121.3601(e),  Items 
3.4;  Provided,  That  the  finished  polymer  contacts  non¬ 
fatty  foods  only  of  the  types  Identified  in  1 131gS26(c), 
Table  1  under  categories,  I,  II,  IV-B,  VI,  VII-B  and  vm. 


(e)  Tridodecyl  amine  may  be  preswit 
as  a  residue  in  citric  acid  at  a  level  not 
to  mcceed  100  parts  per  billion. 

Any  parson  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  8  121.1267  in  the  foregoing  mr- 


*Oop*ce  may  be  obtained  from:  National 
Academy  of  Sciences.  2101  Constitution  Ava. 
NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20037, 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any^ 
time  on  or  before  November  20,  1975,  file  . 
with  the. Hearing  CSerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852,  written  ob¬ 
jections  thereto.  Objections  shall  diow 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
verse  affected  by  the  order,  specify  with 
partleulariiy  Ihe  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable,  and  state  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  bbjectioDs  riiall  state 
the  issues  for  the  heuing,  shall  be  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  factually  and  legally 
sufficient  to  justify  the  relief  sought,  and 
shall  include  a  detailed  description  and 
ana^sls  oA  the  factual  Informatifai  in¬ 
tended  to  be  presented  in  support  of  the 


objections  in  the  event  that  a  hearing  is 
held.  Six  ccgiies  of  all  documents  shall  be 
filed  and  should  be  identified  with  the 
Hearing  derk  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this  order. 
Received  objections  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  throufdi  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  (Xtober  21.  1975. 

(Sec.  409(0)  (1).  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C.  348 
(e)(1)).) 

Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

Sax  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner  tor 
Contptiance. 

[FR  Doc.76-38223  FUed  10-20-7&;8:45  am] 
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SUBCHAPTER  D — DRUGS  FOR  HUMAN  USE 
[Docket  No.  7SN-02661 

PART  440— PENICILLIN  ANTIBIOTIC 
/  DRUGS 

Ampicillin  Trihydrate-ProbeneckI  for  Oral 
Suspension 

A  regulatloDi  proylding  for  certification 
of  ampicillin  trlhydrate-probenecld  for 
oral  suspension,  !  440.107d  (21 CFR  440.- 
107d) ,  was  published  in  the  Feoeral  Reg¬ 
ister  of  September  14,  1973  (38  FR 
25674) .  Inadvertently,  the  word  '‘crystal¬ 
linity”  was  omitted  from  §  440.107d(a) 
(3)  (D  (a) .  This  amendment  corrects  that 
(unisslon. 

Since  the  regulation  for  the  bulk  drug 
ampicillin  tifiiydrate,  §  440.7  (21  CFR 
440.7) ,  ccHitains  a  requirement  for 
crystallinity,  and  since  the  ampicillin 
used  in  ampicillin  trihydrate-probenecid 
for  oral  suspension  must  conform  to  all 
the  standards  prescribed  for  the  bulk 
drug,  this  omrection  Is  merely  editorial 
and  Imposes  no  new  standards  or  re¬ 
quirements. 

In  addition,  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  finds  that  reference  to  a  spe¬ 
cific  revision  of  the  United  States  Phar- 
mac<q?ela  (U.SF.)  Is  not  necessary,  since 
reference  to  an  official  compendium  im¬ 
plies  the  latest  edition  at  that  com¬ 
pendium  currently  availalde,  unless 
otherwise  stated.  Accordingly,  this 
amendment  deletes  from  S  440.107d  any 
reference  to  a  specific  U.SF.  revision. 

Therefore,  imder  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507,  59 
Stat.  463  as  amended  (21  n.SJC.  357)) 
and  imder^  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.130) .  Part  440 
Is  amended  in  §  440.170d:  (1)  In  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (1)  and  (a)  (3)  (1)  (b) .  by  de¬ 
leting  the  numeral  ''XVnr*  after 
*T7J3P.,’*  and  (2)  by  adding  the  word 
"crystallinllgr”  to  paragraph  (a)(3)(l) 
(a).  As  revised,  S  440.107d(a)  (3)  (D 
(a)  reads  as  f<ffi0ws: 

§  440.107d  Ampicillin  trihyclrate-probe- 
neeid  for  or^  suspension. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(3)  •  •  • 

(!)••• 

(a)  The  ampicillin  trihydrate  used  In 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  safety, 
loss  on  drying,  pH.  ampidlBn  content, 
concordance,  crystallinity,  and  Identity. 
•  #  •  •  • 
Since  this  amendment  merely  corrects 
an  omission,  notice  and  public  procediue 
Me  not  prerequisites  to  this  promulga¬ 
tion. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  October  21. 1975. 

(Bee.  607,  68  Stst.  463  «  amended  (SI  nJ3.C. 
86T).) 

Dated:  October  13, 1975. 

Mast  A.  McEkirt. 
Assistant  to  the  Director  for 
Regulatort  Affairs.  Buream 
of  Drugs. 

(re  Doe.T6-SBSS8  Filed  10-30-75:8:45  am] 


PART  442— CEPHA  ANTIBUfTIC  DRUGS 
Cephaleidn  Monohydrate  Tablets 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  data  submitted  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  regulations  promulgated  under 
section  507  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act,  as  amended,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  providing  for  the  certification  of 
a  1.000-milligram  cephalexin  monohy¬ 
drate  tablet. 

The  Commissioner  has  ccmcluded  that 
the  data  supplied  by  the  manufacturer 
concerning  the  subject  antibiotic  drug 
product  Is  adequate  to  establish  Its  safety 
and  efficacy  when  used  as  directed  in  the 
labeling  and  that  the  regulations  should 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  certifica¬ 
tion  of  this  drug  product,  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1975. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507, 59  Stat. 
463,  as  amended  (21  UJ3.C.  357))  and 
under  authority  delated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  S  442.127a  Is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (a)  (1) 
to  r«ul  as  follows: 

§  442.127a  Cephalexm  monohydrate 
tablets. 

(a)  Requirements  for  cerUficatUm — 
(1)  Standards  of  identitv,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  (Teimalexin  monohydrate 
tablets  are  composed  of  cephalexin 
monoh3rdrate  utd  one  or  more  suitable 
and  harmless  diluents,  binders,  lubri¬ 
cants,  colorings,  and  coating  substances. 
Bach  tablet  ccmtains  cephalexin  mono¬ 
hydrate  eqifivalent  to  ^thw  500  milli¬ 
grams  or  1,000  milligrams  of  cq^halexln. 
Its  potency  is  sattsfactory  If  It  Is  not  less 
than  90  percent  and  not  more  than  120 
percent  of  the  number  of  milligrams  of 
cephalexin  that  It  Is  represented  to  con¬ 
tain.  Its  moisture  contmit  is  not*  more 
than  9  percent.  The  tablets  disintegrate 
within  30  minutes.  The  cephalexin  mono¬ 
hydrate  used  cmiforms  to  the  standards 
prescribed  by  9  442.27(a)  (1) . 

•  •  *  •  • 

As  the  (xmditions  prerequisite  to  pro¬ 
viding  for  certification  of  this  (hug  have 
bemi  (xxnplled  with  and  as  the  matter 
is  noncontroverslal  In  nature,  notice  and 
public  procedmre  and  delayed  effective 
date  are  not  prerequisites  to  this  prmnul- 
gatioa. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  October  21. 1975. 

(Sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463,  as  amended  (21  n.S.C. 
367).) 

Dated:  October  15. 1975. 

Mary  A.  McEniry, 
Assistant  to  the  Director  for 

Regulatory  Affabrs^Bureau  of  Drugs. 

[FU  Doc.75-28325  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


PART  4S2— MACROUDE  ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS 

Efythromycin  Stearate  for  Oral  Suspension 
The  Gommlssloner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  data  submitted  In  accinxi- 
ance  with  regulations  promulgated  under 


section  507  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act,  regarding  MHUOval  of 
the  antibiotic  dnig  erythromycin  stear¬ 
ate  for  oral  suspaudon. 

The  Commissioner  concludes  that 
data  supplied  by  the  manufacturer  about 
this  antibiotic  drug  are  adequate  to  es¬ 
tablish  its  safety  aim  efficacy  vdien  used 
as  directed  m  the  labehng,  and  that  the 
regulations  should  be  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  its  certification,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  21. 1975. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  -  (sec.  507,  59 
Stat.  463,  as  amended  (21  nH.C.  357) ) 
and  under  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  Part  452 
is  amended  m  Subpart  B  by  adding 
9  452.135c  to  read  as  follows: 

§  452.135c  Elrythromycin  stearate  for 
oral  suspension. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Erythromycin  stear¬ 
ate  for  oral  suspension  is  a  diy  mixture 
of  er3rthromycln  stearate  with  suitable 
and  harmless  buffer  substances,  dispers¬ 
ing  agents,  diluents,  colorings,  and  fia- 
vorings.  It  contains  the  equivalent  of  25 
milligrams  of  erytttrcmiycin  per  milliliter 
of  the  reconstituted  stispenskm.  Its  po¬ 
tency  is  satisfactory  if  it  Is  not  less  than 
90  percent  and  not  more  than  120  per¬ 
cent  of  the  XMBnber  of  mflUgrams  of 
erythromycin  that  It  Is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  moisture  (xmtent  Is  not  more 
than  2  percent.  When  reconstituted  as 
directed  In  the  labeling.  Its  pH  Is  not  less 
than  6.0  and  not  more  than  9.0.  The 
erythromycin  stearate  used  conforms  to 
the  standards  prescribed  by  9  452.S5(a) 
(1). 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of 
9  432.5  of  this  chapter. 

(8)  Requests  for  certifioatiou:  sum- 
pies.  m  additkm  to  oomplytaig  with  the 
requlrunents  of  9  431^  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(I)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  Tlie  erythromycin  stearate  used  In 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  safety, 
moisture,  pH,  residue  on  Ignition,  Iden- 
tity,  and  crystallintty. 

(b)  The  batch  for  potency,  moisture, 
and  pH. 

(II)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  erythromrota  stearate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
C(mtainlng  approximately  500  milli¬ 
grams. 

(b)  The  batch:  A  minimmn  of  6  im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  in  9  436.105 
of  this  chapter,  pr^Muing  the  sample  for 
assay  as  follows:  Reconstitute  as  directed 
la  the  labelW.  Place  an  accurately 
measured  representative  portion  of  the 
suspension  Into  a  hisffi-speed  glass 
blender  jar  with  suffiolmt  methyl  alco¬ 
hol  to  give  a  concentration  ot  1.0  milli¬ 
gram  of  erythrmnycln  base  per  mUlUlter 
(estimated).  Blend  for  3  to  5  mtaxutes. 
Further  dilute  with  O.iJf  potassium 
l^iosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0  (aotattion  3),  to 
the  reference  concentration  of  1.0  mkro- 
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gram  of  erythromycin  base  per  milliliter 
(estimated) . 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  In 
§  436.201  of  this  Chapter. 

(3)  pH.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.202  of  this  chapter,  iising  the  sus- 
penslcm  obtained  when  the  drug  Is  re> 
constituted  as  directed  In  the  labeling. 

Since  the  conditions  prerequisite  for 
providing  the  certlflcatl(»i  of  the  subject 
antibiotic  have  been  complied  with,  and 
since  the  matter  is  noncontroversial  in 
nature,  notice  and  public  procedures  and 
delayed  effective  date  are  not  prerequi¬ 
sites  to  this  promulgaticm. 

Effective  date.  This  regulation  shall  be 
effective  October  21. 1975. 

(Sec.  607.  69  Stat.  469.  M  amended  (21  UB.a 
867)) 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Mart  A.  McEnirt, 

Assistant  to  ttie  Director  for 

Regulatory  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Drugs. 

[FB  DOC.7&-28221  FUed  10-20-76;8:46  am] 


Title  23— Highways 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

SUBCHAPTER  6— ENGINEERING  AND  TRAFFIC 
OPERATIONS 

PART  633— RE<>UIRED  CONTRACT 
PROVISIONS 

Federal-Aid  Contracts  (Appalachian 
Contracts) 

a  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  docu¬ 
ment  is  to  amend  the  Federal-aid  to  hls^ 
way  rules  for  Appalachian  contracts  to  re¬ 
flet  new  requirements  of  the  U.S.  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency  pursuant  to 
the  Clean  Air  Act  and  the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  and  of  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  regarding  employment 
of  apprentices  and  trainees,  also  to  oiange 
Uie  otJe  “Division  En^neer"  to  “Division 
Administrator".  • 

Hie  regulations,  originally  published 
in  Uie  Federal  Register  on  Monday. 
September  30. 1974  (39  FR  35146-35152), 
are  hereby  amoided  as  foUows: 

1.  Table  or  Sections 

The  title  of  S  633.211  is  changed  to 
read  as  follows: 

688J211  Implementation  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  and  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act. 

§  633.202  [Amended] 

2.  Hie  term  “division  engineer”  in  the 
first  Une  of  S  633-202  (b)  is  changed  to 
“division  administrator". 

.  §  633.204  [Amended] 

3.  Hie  term  “division  engineer’s”  in 
the  first  line  of  S  633.204(b)  is  changed 
to  “division  administrator’s”. 

§  633.207  [Amended] 

4.  Section  633.207(b)  fi  changed  by 
insertion  of  the  words  “23  UJ3.C.  324  and 
of”  between  the  words  “the  provisions  of“ 
and  the  words  “Title  VI”  now  appearing 
in  the  first  line  thereof. 


5.  The  last  sent^Kse  of  S  633.207(e)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

(e)  *  •  •  The  provisions  of  i  635.116  of 
this  chapter  shall  not  iqiply  to  projects 
under  the  Act  to  the  extent  such  provi¬ 
sions  are  Inconsistent  with  section  201(d) 
and  (e)  of  the  Act. 

6.  Section  633.211  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  633.211  Implementation  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  and  the  Federal  Water  Pollu¬ 
tion  Control  Act. 

Pursuant  to  regulations  of  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency  (40  CFR 
Part  15)  implementing  requirements 
with  respect  to  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  the 
Federal  Water  Pollution  Control  Act  are 
included  in  Appendix  B  to  this  part.  . 

7.  Appendix  A  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

Appendix  A 

TYPES  aw  CONTRACTS  TO  WHICH  THE  CIVIL 
RIGHTS  ACT  OP  1964  IS  APPLICABLE 

SecUon  324  of  TiUe  23.  UB.C.,  the  CivU 
Rights  Act  of  1964,  and  the  Implementing 
regulations  of  the  Department  of  Transpor¬ 
tation  (49  QFR  Part  21),  including  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  subparagraphs  (2)  (lU)  and  (2)  (v) 
of  Appendix  O  thereof  relative  to  employ¬ 
ment  practices,  are  applicable  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  types  of  oontracta  awarded  by  State 
hl^way  departments,  contractors,  and  first 
tier  suboontractoiB,  including  those  who  sup¬ 
ply  materials  and  lease  equipment: 

1.  Ckinstructlon. 

2.  PUumlng. 

3.  Research. 

4.  Hl^way  Safety. 

5.  Eiglneering. 

6.  Pr^erty  Management. 

7.  Fee  contracts  and  other  commitments 
with  persons  for  services  Incidental  to  the 
acquisition  of  right-of-way  Including,  but 
not  limited  to: 

a.  Advertising  oontracta 

b.  Agreements  for  economic  studies, 
o.  Oontracts  fw  surveys  and  plats. 

d.  Oontracts  for  abstracts  of  title  certifi¬ 
cates  and  title  insurance. 

e.  Oontracts  for  appraisal  services  and  ex¬ 
pert  witness  fees. 

f.  Contracts  to  negotiate  for  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  right-of-way. 

g.  Oontracts  for  dlqiosal  of  improvunenta 
and  property  management  services. 

h.  Contracts  for  employment  of  fee  attor¬ 
neys  for  right-of-way  procurement,  or  prep¬ 
aration  and  trial  of  condemnation  cases. 

1.  Contracts  for  escrow  and  closing  services. 

8.  A]n;>endix  B  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

Appendix  B 

RXqmRXD  CONTRACT  PBOVISIONS  APPALACHIAN 
development  highway  system  and  local 
ACCESS  ROADS  CONSTBUCTION  CONTRACTS 

I.  Application, 
n.  Bmployment  Preference, 
in.  Equal  OppcH^unlty:  Employment 
Practices. 

IV.  Equal  Opportunity:  Selection  of  Sub¬ 
contract's,  Procurement  of  Materi¬ 
als,  and  Leasing  of  Equipment. 

V.  Ncmaegregated  Faculties. 

VI.  Payment  of  Predetermined  Minimum 
Wages. 

vn.  StatMnents  and  Payrolls, 
vm.  Record  of  Materials,  Supplies  and 
Labor. 

IX.  Subletting  or  Assigning  the  Contract. 
X.  Safety:  Accident  Reventlon. 


XI.  False  Statements  Concerning  High¬ 
way  Projects. 

xn.  ImplementatlcMi  of  Clean  Air  Act  and 
Federal  W^ter  Polution  Control  Act. 

1.  Application.  1.  These  contract  provisions 
BhaU  apply  to  aU  wink  performed  <hi  the  con¬ 
tract  by  the  cmitractor  with  his  own  orga¬ 
nization  and  with  the  assistance  of  workmen 
under  his  immediate  superintendence  and 
to  all  work  performed  on  the  contract  by 
piecewwk,  station  work,  or  by  subcontract. 

2.  Except  as  otherwise  providde  In  sections 
n,  m,  and  IV  hereof,  the  contractor  shall 
Insert  In  each  of  his  subcontracts  all  of  the 
stipulations  contained  in  these  Required 
Contract  Provisions  •  and  also  a  clause  re¬ 
quiring' his  subcontractors  to  Include  these 
Required  Contract  Provisions  in  any  lower 
tier  subcontracts  which  they  may  enter  into, 
together  with  a  clause  requiring  the  Inclu¬ 
sion  of  these  provisions  in  any  further  sub¬ 
contracts  that  may  in  turn  be  made.  The 
Required  Contract  Provisions  ShaU  In  no  in¬ 
stance  be  Incorporated  by  reference. 

3.  A  breach  of  any  ct  the  stipulations  con¬ 
tained  in  these  Required  Contract  Provisions 
may  be  grounds  for  termination  of  the  con¬ 
tract. 

4.  A  breach  of  the  following  clauses  may 
also  be  grounds  for  debarment  as  provided 
in  29  CFR  6.  6(b)  ; 

Section  1,  paragraph  2. 

Section  VI,  paragraphs  1,  2,  3,  6  and  8a. 
Section  vn,  paragnqihs  1,  6a,  6b  and  6d. 
n.  Employment  preference.  1.  During  the 
performance  of  this  contract,  the  contractor 
undertaking  to  do  wm-k  vrtilch  is,  or  reason¬ 
ably  may  be,  done  as  on-slte  work,  BhaU 
give  preference  to  qualified  persons  who 
regularly  reside  in  the  labor  area  as  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  United  States  Department  of 
Labor  wherein  the  contr^t  work  is  situated, 
or  the  subregion,  or  thei  Appalachian  coun¬ 
ties  of  the  State  wherein  the  contract  work 
is  situated,  except: 

a.  TO  the  extent  that  qualified  persons 
regularly  residing  In  the  area  are  not  avail¬ 
able. 

b.  For  the  reasonable  needs  of  the  con¬ 
tractor  to  employ  supervisory  or  speciaUy 
experienced  personnel  necessary  to  assure  an 
efficient  execution  of  the  contract  work. 

o.  For  the  obligation  of  the  contractor  to 
offw  employment  to  present  or  former  em¬ 
ployees  as  the  result  of  a  lawful  coUective 
baigalnlng  contract,  provided  that  the  num¬ 
ber  of  nonresident  persons  employed  undw 
this  subparagraph  Ic  shall  not  exceed  20  pw- 
cent  of  the  total  number  of  employees  em¬ 
ployed  by  the  contractor  on  the  contract 
work,  except  as  provided  in  subparagraph  4 
below. 

2.  The  contractor  shaU  place  a  Job  order 
with  the  State  Employment  Service  Indicat¬ 
ing  (a)  the  classifications  of  laborers, 
mechanics  and  other  employees  he  antici¬ 
pates  will  be  required  to  pwform  the  con¬ 
tract  work,  (b)  the  number  of  employees 
required  in  esu:h  classification,  (c)  the  date 
on  which  he  estimates  such  employees  wiU 
be  required,  and  (d)  any  other  pertinent  in¬ 
formation  required  by  the  State  Employment 
Service  to  complete  the  Job  order  form.  The 
Job  order  may  be  placed  with  the  State  Em¬ 
ployment  Service  in  writing  or  by  telephone. 
If  during  the  course  of  the  contract  work, 
the  Information  submitted  by  the  contractor 
in  the  original  Job  ordw  is  substantially 
modified,  he  shall  promptly  notify  the  State 
Employment  Service. 

3.  The  contractor  shall  give  full  considera¬ 
tion  to  all  qualified  JOb  iq>plicants  referred 
to  him  by  the  State  Employmmt  Service.  The 
contractor  is  not  required  to  grant  employ¬ 
ment  to  any  Job  applicants  who,  in  his  opin¬ 
ion,  are  not  qualifl^  to  perform  the  classifi¬ 
cation  of  work  required. 
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4.  If,  within  one  weeh  following  the  plac¬ 
ing  of  a  Job  order  by  tlie  contanctor  with  the 
State  Employment  Service,  the  State  Em¬ 
ployment  Service  Is  unable  to  refer  any 
qualified  Job  applicants  to  the  contractor,  or 
less  than  the  number  requested,  the  State 
Employment  Service  will  forward  a  certifi¬ 
cate  to  the  contractor  Indicating  the  un¬ 
availability  of  applicants.  Such  certificate 
shall  be  made  a  part  of  the  contractcnr's 
permanent  project  records.  Upon  receipt  of 
this  certificate,  the  contractor  may  employ 
persons  who  do  not  normally  reside  in  the 
labor  area  to  fill  the  positions  covered  by  the 
certificate,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
subparagraph  Ic  above. 

6.  The  contractor  shall  Include  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Section  n-1  through  II-4  In  every 
subcontract  for  work  which  Is,  or  reasonably 
may  be,  done  as  on-site  work. 

m.  Equal  opportunity:  employment  prac¬ 
tices.  During  ^e  performance  of  this  con¬ 
tract,  the  contractor  agrees  as  follows: 

a.  The  contractor  will  not  discriminate 
against  any  employee  or  iq^Ucant  for  em¬ 
ployment  because  of  race,  color,  religion,  sex, 
or  nationsd  origin.  The  contractor  will  take 
affirmative  action  to  ensure  that  applicants 
are  employed,  and  that  employees  are  treated 
during  employment  without  regard  to  their 
race,  color,  religion,  sex,  or  national  origin. 
Such  action  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited 
to  Uie  following:  Employment,  upgrading, 
demotion  or  transfer;  recruitment  or  re¬ 
cruitment  advertising;  layoffs  or  termina¬ 
tion;  rates  of  paj  or  other  forms  of  com¬ 
pensation;  and  selection  of  training,  includ¬ 
ing  apprenticeship.  The  coniTactor  agrees'  to 
poet  in  conspicuous  places,  available  to  em¬ 
ployees  and  applicants  for  emploimaent, 
notices  to  be  provided  by  the  State  highway 
department  setting  forth  the  provisions  of 
this  nondiscrindnatlon  clause. 

b.  The  contractor  will,  in  all  solicitations 
or  advertisements  for  employees  placed  by 
or  on  behalf  of  the  contractor,  state  that  all 
qualified  iq)plicant8  will  receive  considera¬ 
tion  for  employment  without  regard  to  race, 
color,  religion,  sex,  or  national  origin. 

c.  The  contractor  will  send  to  each  labor 
union  or  representative  of  workers  with 
which  he  has  a  collective  bargaining  agree¬ 
ment  or  other  (xmtract  or  understanding,  a 
notice  to  be  provided  by  the  State  highway 
department  advising  the  said  labor  union 
or  workers’  representative  of  the  contractor’s 
commitments  under  this  section  ni  and  shall 
poet  o^ies  of  the  notice  in  conspicuous 
places  available  to  employees  and  applicants 
tor  employment. 

d.  Ihe  contractor  will  comply  with  all 
provisions  of  Executive  Order  11246  oS  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1965,  and  of  the  rules,  regulations 
and  relevant  cnders  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 

e.  *^0  contractor  will  furnish  all  Informa¬ 
tion  and  reports  required  by  Executive  Order 
11246  ot  September  24,  1965,  and  by  rules, 
regulations  and  mrders  of  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  pursuant  thereto,  and  will  permit 
access  to  his  books,  records  and  accoimts 
by  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  and 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  for  purposes  of  in¬ 
vestigation  to  ascertain  compliance  with  such 
rules,  regulations  and  orders. 

f.  In  the  event  of  the  contractor’s  non- 
compliance  with  the  nondiscrimination 
clauses  of  this  contract  or  with  any  of  the 
said  rules,  regulations  or  orders,  this  contract 
may  be  canceled,  terminated  or  suipended 
in  whole  or.^ln  part  and  the  ocmtractor  may 
be  declared  ineligible  tor  further  Qovem- 
m«it  contracts  or  Federally-assisted  con¬ 
struction  (xmtracts  In  accordance  with  pro¬ 
cedures  authorised  in  Executive  Order  11246 
of  September  24.  1965,  and  such  other  sanc¬ 
tions  may  be  inqiosed  and  remedies  Invoked 
as  provided  In  Executive  Ordw  11246  of 
September  24.  1965,  or  by  rule,  regulation  or 


order  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  or  as  other¬ 
wise  provided  by  law. 

g.  The  oontraotor  will  include  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Section  in  in  every  subcontract 
or  purchase  order  unless  exempted  by  rules, 
regulations  or  mrders  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
issued  pursuant  to  Section  204  of  Executive 
Order  11246  of  September  24,  1965,  so  that 
such  provisions  will  be  binding  upon  each 
subcontractor  or  vendor.  Ihe  contractor  will 
take  such  action  with  respect  to  any  sub¬ 
contract  or  purchase  order  as  the  State  High¬ 
way  Department  or  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration  may  direct  as  a  means  of  en¬ 
forcing  such  provisions  Including  sanctions 
for  noncompliance:  Provided,  however,  Ihat 
In  the  event  a  contractor  becomes  Involved  In, 
or  is  threatened  with  litigation  with  a  sub¬ 
contractor  or  vendor  as  a  result  of  such  direc¬ 
tion  by  the  Federal  Highway  Administration, 
the  contractor  may  request  the  United  States 
to  enter  into  such  litigation  to  protect  the 
Interests  of  the  United  States. 

IV.  Equal  opportunity  selection  of  subcon¬ 
tractors,  procurement  of  materials,  and  leas¬ 
ing  of  equipment. — ^During  the  performance 
of  this  coniroct,  the  contractor,  for  itself,  its 
assignees  and  successcHs  in  Interest  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  the  “contractor”) ,  agrees 
as  follows: 

1.  Compliance  with  regulations. — ^The  con¬ 
tractor  shall  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
23  U.S.C.  324  and  with  the  regulations.relative 
to  nondiscrimination  in  Federally-assisted 
programs  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  (hereinafter,  “DOT”)  ’Htle  49,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  21,  as  they  may  be 
amended  from  time  to  time  (hereliutfter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  Regulations),  which  are 
herein  Incorporated  by  reference  and  made  a 
part  of  this  contract. 

2.  Nondiscrimination.  The  contractor,  with 
regard  to  the  work  perfonned  by  It  during 
the  contract,  shall  not  discriminate  on  the 
grounds  of  race,  color,  sex,  <»  national  origin 
in  the  selection  and  retention  of  subcontrac¬ 
tors,  Including  procurements  of  materials 
and  leases  ot  equipments.  The  contractor 
shall  not  participate  either  directly  or  indl- 
rectty  In  the  discrimination  prohibited  by 
Section  21  of  the  Regulations,  Including 
employment  practices. 

3.  Soiieitations  for  subcontracts  including 
procurement  of  materials  and  equipment.  In 
all  solicitations  either  by  competitlva  bid¬ 
ding  or  negotiation  made  by  the  contractor 
for  work  to  be  performed  under  a  subcon¬ 
tract,  including  procurements  of  materials 
or  leases  of  equipment,  each  potential  sub¬ 
contractor  or  supplier,  shall  be  notified  by 
the  contractor  ot  the  contractor’s  obligations 
under  this  contract  and  the  RegulatUms 
relative  to  nondiscrimination  on  the  grounds 
of  race,  color,  sex,  or  national  origin. 

4.  Information  and  reports.  The  contractor 
shall  provide  all  Information  and  reports  re¬ 
quired  by  tiie  Regulations,  or  dtrectives  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  thereto,  and  shall  permit  ac¬ 
cess  to  its  books,  records,  accounts,  other 
soiuces  of  information,  and  Its  facfiitiee  as 
may  be  determined  by  the  State  highway 
department  or  the  Federal  Highway  Admin¬ 
istration  to  be  pertinent  to  ascertain  com- 
pllMice  with  such  Regulations,  ordera  and 
instructions,  'inhere  any  information  re¬ 
quired  of  a  contractor  Is  in  the  exclusive 
possession  of  another  who  fails  or  refuses 
to  furnish  this  information,  the  contractor 
shall  so  certify  to  ttre  State  highway  de¬ 
partment.  or  the  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
tration.  as  iq>proprlate,  and  AaR  set  forth 
what  efforts  R  has  made  to  obtain  the  in¬ 
formation. 

5.  Sanctions  for  noncompliance.  In  the 
event  of  the  contractor’s  noncompliance  arlth 
the  nondiscrimination  provisions  ot  this  oon- 
traot.  the  State  highway  department  shall 
impose  such  contra^  sanotioas  as  it  or  the 


Federal  Highway  Administration  may  de¬ 
termine'  to  be  appropriate.  Including,  but 
not  limited  to: 

a.  Withholding  of  payments  to  the  con- 
.  tractor  under  the  contract  until  the  con¬ 
tractor  complies,  and/or 

b.  Cancellation,  termination  or  suspension 
of  the  contract.  In  whole  or  in  part. 

6.  Incorporation  of  provisions.  The  con¬ 
tractor  will  Include  the  provisions  of  para¬ 
graphs  (1)  through  (6)  in  every  subcontract. 
Including  procurements  of  materials  and 
leases  of  equipment,  unless  exempt  by  the 
Regulations,  or  directives  Issued  pursuant 
thereto.  The  contractor  shall  take  such 
action  with  respect  to  any  subcontract  or 
procurement,  as  the  State  highway  depart¬ 
ment  or  the  Federal  Highway  Administra¬ 
tion  may  direct  as  a  means  of  enforcing  such 
provisions  including  sanctions  for  noncom¬ 
pliance:  Provided,  however.  That,  in  the 
event  a  contractor  becomes  Involved  In,  or  is 
threatened  with,  litigation  with  a  subcon¬ 
tractor  or  supplier,  as  a  result  of  such  direc¬ 
tion,  the  contractor  may  request  the  State  to 
enter  Into  such  litigation  to  protect  the 
Interests  of  the  State,  and.  In  addition,  the 
contractor  may  request  the  United  States  to 
enter  Into  such  litigation  to  protect  the 
Interests  of  the  United  States. 

V.  Nonsegregated  frteiHties.  (Applicable  to 
Federal-aid  construction  contracts  and 
related  subcontracts  exceeding  $10,000  which 
are  not  exempt  from  the  Equal  Opportunity 
clause.) 

By  submission  of  this  bid,  the  execution  of 
this  contract  or  subcontract,  or  the  con¬ 
summation  of  this  material  supply  agree¬ 
ment.  as  appropriate,  the  bidder.  Federal-aid 
construction  contractor,  subcontractor,  or 
material  supplier,  as  appropriate,  certifies 
that  he  does  not  maintain  or  provide  for  his 
employees  any  segregated  facilities  at  any  of 
his  establishments,  and  that  he  does  not 
permit  his  employees  to  perform  their  serv¬ 
ices  at  any  location,  tmder  hie  control,  where 
segregated  faculties  are  maintained.  He  osr- 
tifles  further  that  he  will  not  maintain  or 
provide  for  his  employees  any  segregated 
facilities  at  any  of  his  establishments,  and 
that  he  'will  not  permit  his  employees  to  per¬ 
form  their  services  at  any  loeaticm,  under  his 
control,  where  segregated  faclUttea  are  main¬ 
tained.  He  agrees  that  a  breaA  ot  this 
certification  is  a  violatioa  of  the  Equal  Op¬ 
portunity  clause  in  this  oontraet.  As  used 
in  this  certification,  the  term  *Wagregated 
faellitlee”  means  any  waiting  rooms,  'work 
areas,  restromns  and  washrocnns,  restaurants 
and  other  eating  areas,  timseloeles,  looker 
rooms  and  other  storage  or  ilrisstng  areas, 
parking  lots,  drinking  fountains,  recreation 
or  entertainment  areas,  transportation,  and 
housing  facilities  provided  for  employeeB 
which  are  segregated  by  explicit  directive 
or  are  in  fact  sepegated  on  the  basU  of  race, 
creed,  color,  or  national  origin,  because  ef 
habit,  local  custom,  or  otherwise.  Hs  agrees 
that  (except  where  he  has  obtained  identical 
certifications  from  proposed  subcontractors 
and  material  sui^llers  for  speclfie  time 
periods),  hs  will  obtain  identical  certifica¬ 
tions  from  proposed  subcontractors  or  mate¬ 
rial  suppliers  prior  to  the  award  of  sub¬ 
contracts  or  the  oonsummatim  of  materiel 
supply  agreements,  exceeding  $10R00  which 
are  not  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Equal  Opportunity  clause,  and  that  he  will 
retain  such  certification  in  his  files. 

VL  Payment  of  predetermined  mintmum 
wages. — 1.  General.  All  mechanics  and  labor- 
era  employed  or  working  upon  the  site  of  the 
work  will  be  paid  unconditionally  and  not 
leas  than  once  a  week,  and  witibout  anbae- 
quent  deductioa  or  rebate  on  any  account, 
except  such  payroll  deductions  as  are  per¬ 
mitted  by  regulations  issued  by  the  Secre- 
tary  of  Labor  rmder  the  Copeland  Act  (29 
OFR  Part  8) ,  the  full  amounts  due  at  time 
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of  payment  computed  at  wage  rates  not  less  prentieeshlp  and  Training,  or  with  a  State 
than  those  contained  in  the  wage  determina-  Apprenticeship  Agency  recognized  by  the  Bu¬ 
tton  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  which  reau,  rar  if  a  person  is  en^loyed  in  his  first 
is  attached  hereto  and  made  a  part  thereof,  90  days  of  probationary  employment  as  an 
regardless  of  any  contractual  relationship  ^prentice  in  such  an  apprenticeship  pro- 
whlch  may  be  alleged  to  exist  between  the  gram,  who  is  not  individually  registered  In 
contractor  and  such  laborers  and  mechanics;  the  program,  but  who  has  been  certified  by 
and  the  wage  determination  decision  shall  be  the  Bmeau  of  Apprenticeship  and  Training 
posted  by  the  contractor  at  the  site  of  the  or  a  State  Apprenticeship  Agency  (where  ap- 
work  in  a  prominent  place  where  it  can  be  proprlate)  to  be  eligible  for  probationary  em- 
easily  seen  by  the  workers.  For  the  purpose  of  ployment  as  an  apprentice.  The  allowable 
this  clause,  contributions  made  or  costs  rea-  ratio  of  apprentices  to  Joume3nnen  in  any 
sonably  anticipated  under  section  1(b)  (2)  craft  classification  shall  not  l>e  greater  than 
of  the  Davis-Bacon  Act  on  behalf  of  laborers  the  ratio  permitted  to  the  contractor  as  to  his 
or  mechanics  are  considered  wages  paid  to  entire  work  fm-ce  under  the  registered  pro- 
such  laborers  or  mechanics,  subject  to  the  gram.  Any  employee  listed  on  a  payroll  at  an 
provisions  of  Section  VI,  paragraph  3b,  hereof,  apprentice  wage  rate,  who  is  not  a  trainee  as 
Also  for  the  purpose  of  this  claiise,  regular  defined  In  29  CFB  6.2(c)  (2)  or  Is  not  regls- 
contrlbutlons  made  or  costs  Incurred  for  tered  or  otherwise  emploj^  as  stated  above, 
more  than  a  weekly  period  under  plans,  shall  be  paid  the  wage  rate  determined  by  the 
fimds,  or  programs,  but  covering  the  partlcu-  Secretary  of  Lab<»  for  the  classification  of 
lar  weekly  period,  are  deemed  to  be  construe-  work  he  actually  performed.  The  contractor 
tively  made  or  incurred  during  such  weekly  or  subcontractor  will  be  required  to  furnish 
period.  to  the  State  highway  department  or  to  a  rep- 

2.  Classifications,  a.  The  State  highway  de-  resentative  of  the  Wage-Hour  Division  of  the 

partment  contracting  oOlcei  shall  require  U.S.  Department  of  Labor  written  evidence 
that  any  class  of  laborers  or  mechanics  which  of  the  registration  of  his  program  and  ap¬ 
is  not  listed  in  the  wage  determination  and  prentices  as  well  as  the  apprc^riate  ratios  and 
which  is  to  be  employed  under  the  contract,  wage  rates  (expressed  in  percentages  of  the 
shall  be  classified  or  reclassified  conformably  Journeyman  hoiirly  rates) ,  for  the  area  of 
to  the  wage  determination,  and  a  rep(»:t  of  construction  prior  to  using  any  apprentices 
the  action  taken  shall  be  sent  by  the  State  on  the  contract  work.  The  wage  rate  paid 
highway  department  contracting  officer  to  apprentices  shall  be  not  less  than  the  appro- 
the  Secretary  of  Labor.  prlate  percentage  of  the  Journeyman’s  rate 

b.  In  the  event  the  interested  parties  can-  contained  in  the  applicable  wage  determlna- 
not  agree  on  the  proper  classification  or  re-  1 
classification  of  a  particular  class  of  laborers 
and  mecdianics  to  be  used,  the  question  ac-  1 
cempanled  by  the  recommendation  of  the  t 
State  highway  department  contracting  offi-  ] 
cer  shall  be  referred  to  the  Secretary  for  final  < 
deteimination.  I 

3.  Pai/ment  of  fringe  benefits,  a.  The  State  < 
highway  department  contrasting  officer  shall  ] 
require,  whenevn  the  minimum  wage  rate 
prescribed  in  the  aontraot  for  a  class  of 
laborers  or  mechanics  Includes  a  fringe  bene¬ 
fit  vThich  is  not  expressed  as  an  hourly  wage 
rate  and  the  oontoactor  is  obligated  to  pay 
a  cash  equivalent  of  such  a  fringe  benefit, 
an  hoiuly  cash  equivalent  thereof  to  be  es¬ 
tablished.  In  the  event  the  interested  parties 
cannot  agree  upon  a  cash  equivalent  ctf  the 
fringe  benefit,  the  question,  accofnpanied  by 
the  recommendation  of  the  contracting  offi¬ 
cer,  shall  be  referred  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
for  determination. 

b.  If  the  contractor  does  not  make  pay¬ 
ments  to  a  trustee  or  other  third  person,  he 
may  consider  as  part  of  the  wage  of  any 
laborer  or  mechanic  the  amount  of  any  costs 
reasonably  antic^ated  in  providing  benefits 
under  a  plan  or  program  of  a  tyx>e  expressly 
listed  in  the  wage  determination  decision 
of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  which  is  part  of 
this  contract;  Provided,  however.  The  Secre-, 
tary  of  Labor  has  formd,  upon  the  written 
request  of  the  contractor,  that  the  applicable 
standards  of  the  Davis-Elaoon  Act  have  been 
met.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  may  require 
the  contractor  to  set  aside  in  a  separate 
account  assets  for  the  meeting  of  obligations 
under  the  plan  or  program. 

4.  Payment  of  excess  wages.  While  the  wage 
rates  Shown  are  the  minimum  rates  re¬ 
quired  by  the  contract  to  be  i»id  during 
its  life,  this  Is  not  a  representation  that  labor 
can  be  obtained  at  these  rates.  No  Increase 
in  the  contract  price  shall  be  allowed  or  au¬ 
thorized  on  account  of  the  payment  of  wage 
rates  in  excess  of  those  listed  herein. 

6.  Apprentices  and  trainees  (Programs  of 
Department  of  Labor) .  a.  Apprentices  will  be 
permitted  to  work  at  less  than  the  predeter¬ 
mined  rate  for  the  work  they  performed  when 
they  are  enqiloyed  and  individually  registered 
in  a  bona  fide  apprenticeship  program  regis¬ 
tered  with  the  UB.  Department  of  Labor, 

Manpower  Administration,  B\ireau  of  Ap- 


7.  Withholding  for  unpaid  wages.  The  State 
highway  department  contracting  officer  may 
withheld  or  cause  to  be  withheld  from  the 
contractor  so  much  of  the  accrued  payments 
or  advances  as  may  be  considered  necessary 
to  pay  labmms,  mechanics,  (including  ap¬ 
prentices  and  trainees)  watchmen,  or  guards 
employed  by  the  contractor  or  any  subcon¬ 
tractor  on  the  WOTk  the  full  amount  of  wages 
required  by  the  contract.  In  the  event  of  fail¬ 
ure  to  pay  any  laborer,  mechanic,  (including 
apprentlcesf-  and  trainees)  watchman  or 
guard  employed  or  working  on  the  site  of  the 
work,  all  or  part  of  the  wages  required  by  the 
contract,  the  State  highway  department  con¬ 
tracting  officer  may.  after  written  notice  to 
the  contractor,  take  such  actiem  as  may  be 
necessary  to  cause  the  suspension  of  any  fur¬ 
ther  payment,  advance,  or  guarantee  of  funds 
until  such  violations  have  ceased. 

8.  Overtime  requirements,  a.  No  contractor 
or  subcontractor  contracting  for  any  part  of 
the  'contract  work  which  may  require  or  in¬ 
volve  the  employment  of  laborers,  mechanics, 
watchmen  or  guards  (Including  apprentices 
and  trainees  described  In  paragraplus  6  and 
6  above)  shall  require  or  permit  any  labors, 
mechanic,  watchman  or  guard  in  any  work¬ 
week  in  which  he  is  employed  <hi  such  work, 
to  work  in  excess  of  eight  hours  in  any  cal¬ 
endar  day  or  In  excess  of  forty  hours  in 
such  workweek  unless  such  laborer,  me¬ 
chanic,  watchman  ot  guard  receives  compen¬ 
sation  at  a  rate  not  less  than  one  and  one- 
half  times  his  basic  rate  of  pay  for  all  hours 
worked  In  excess  of  eight  hours  in  any  cal¬ 
endar  day  or  in  excess  of  fwty  hours  in  such 
wbrkvreek,  as  the  case  may  be. 

b.  In  the  event  of  any  violation  of  para¬ 
graph  8a,  the  contractor  and  any  subcon¬ 
tractor  responsible  therefor  shall  be  liable 
to  any  affected  employee  lor  his  unpaid 
wages.  In  addition,  such  contractor  and  sub- 
contraotoi*  shall  be  liable  to  the  United  States 
for  liquidated  damages.  Such  liquidated 
damages  shall  be  computed  with  respect  to 
each  iiuilvidual  laborer,  mechaplc,  watch¬ 
man  or  guard  employed  in  violation  of  para¬ 
graph  8a,  in  the  sum  of  $10  for  each  calendar 
day  on  which  such  employee  was  required  or 
permitted  to  work  in  excess  of  eight  hours  or 
in  excess  of  the  standard  workweek  of  forty 
hours  without  payment  of  the  overtime 
wages  required  by  paragraph  8a. 

c.  The  State  highway  department  contract¬ 
ing  officer  may  withhold  or  cause  to  be  with¬ 
held,  from  any  moneys  payable  on  account 
of  work  performed  by  the  contractor  or  sub¬ 
contractor,  such  sums  as  may  administra¬ 
tively  be  determined  to  be  iiecessary  to  sat¬ 
isfy  any  liabilities  of  such  contractor  or 
;  subcontractor  for  liquidated  damages  as  pro- 
Labor  written  evidence  of  the  certification  of  vided  In  paragraph  8b. 
his  program,  the  registration  of  the  trainees,  vn.  Statements  and  payrolls — 1,  Compli- 
and  the  ratios  and  wage  rates  prescribed  In  ance  with  Copeland  Regulations  (29  CFR 
that  program.  In  the  event  the  Biureau  of  Part  3).  The  contractor  shall  comply  with 
Apprenticeship  and  Training  withdraws  ap-  the  Ck>peland  Regulations  (29  CFR  Part.  3) 
proval  of  a  training  program,  the  contractor  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  which  are  herein 
will  no  longer  be  permitted  to  utilize  trainees  incorporated  by  reference, 
at  less  than  the  applicable  predetermined  2.  Weekly  Statement.  Each  contractor  or 
rate  for  the  work  performed  until  an  accept-  subcontractor  shall  furnish  each  week  a 
able  program  Is  approved.  statement  to  the  State' highway  department 

c.  The  utilization  of  apprentices,  trainees  resident  engineer  with  respect  to  the  wages 
and  Journeymen  shall  be  In  conformity  with  paid  each  of  Its  employees,  including  appren- 
^JJe  equal  employment  oppOTtunity  require-  tlces  and  trainees  described  In  section  VI, 
menta  of  Executive  ^rder  11246,  as  amended,  paragraphs  5  and  6,  and  watchmen  and 
>Ti<i  29  CFR  Part  30.  guards  on  work  covered  by  the  Copeland 

6.  Apprentices  and  trainees  (Programs  of  Regulations  during  the  preceding  weekly 
Department  of  Transportation) .  i^iprentlces  payroll  period.  The  statement  shall  be  exe- 
and  trainees  working  under  apprenticeship  cuted  by  the  contractor  or  subcontractor  or 
andl  niriii  training  which  have  been  l^y  an  authorized  officer  or  employee  of  the 

certified  by  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  contractor  or  subcontractor  who  supervises 
as  promoting  equal  opportunity  in  connec-  payment  of  wages.  Contractors  and  sub- 
tlon  with  Federal-aid  highway  construction  contractors  must  use  the  certification  set 
programs  are  not  subject  to  the  require-  forth  on  U.S.  Department  of  Labor  Form  "WH- 
ments  of  section  VI,  paragraph  6  above.  The  348,  or  the  same  certification  appearing  on 
straight  time  hourly  wage  rates  f<w  ^pren-  the  reverse  of  Optional  UB.  Department- of 
tlces  and  trainees  under  such  programs  will  Labor  Form  WH-347.  or  on  any  form  with 
be  established  by  the  particular  programs.  identical  wording. 


federal  register,  VOL.  40,  NO.  204— TUESDAY,  OCTOBER  21,  1975 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


49087 


8.  Final  labor  summarp.  The  coatractw 
and  eacli  subcontractor  shall  furnish,  upcm 
the  completion  of  the  contract,  a  summary 
of  all  employment,  Indicating  fmr  the  com¬ 
pleted  project  the  total  hours  wmiced  and 
the  total  amount  earned.  This  data  be 
submitted  to  the  State  highway  department 
resident  engineer  on  ]^rm  PR-47  together 
with  the  data  required  In  section  Vin, 
hereof,  relative  to  materials  artd  supplies. 

4.  Final  certificate.  Upon  completion  of  the 
contract,  the  contractor  shall  submit  to  the 
State  highway  department  contracting  offi¬ 
cer,  for  transmission  to  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  with  the  voucher  for  atiii.1 
payment  for  any  work  performed  under  the 
contract,  a  certificate  concerning  wages  and 
classifications  for  laborers,  mechanics,  watch¬ 
men  and  guards  employed  on  the  project.  In 
^e  following  form; 


overtime  hourly  wage  rate.  The  payroll 
should  Indicate  sepcmately  the  amounts  of 
mnployee  and  employer  contributions  to 
fringe  benefit  funds  and/or  programs.  Any 
fringe  benefits  paid  to  the  employee  In  cash 
must  be  Indicated.  There  Is  no  prescribed  or 
mandat<»y  form  for  showing  the  above  In- 
fmmatlon  on  payrolls. 

4.  The  employee’s  dally  and  weekly  hours 
worked  in  each  classification,  including  ac¬ 
tual  overtime  hours  worked  (not  adjusted) . 

6.  Hie  itemized  deductions  made  and 
6.  The  net  wages  paid, 
d.  The  contitMstor  will  submit  weekly  a 
copy  of  aU  payrolls  to  the  State  l^hway  de¬ 
partment  resident  engineer.  The  cqpy  Mhaii 
be  accompanied  by  a  statement  signed  by 
the  employer  or  his  agent  Indicating  that 
the  payrolls  are  correct  and  complete,  that 
the  wage  rates  contained  thoreln  are  not  less 
than  those  determined  by  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  and  the  classifications  set  forth  for 
each  laborer  or  mechanic  conform  with  the 
work  he  p^ormed.  Submission  of  a  weekly 
^  ^  statement  which  is  required  under  this  con- 

hereby  certifies  that  all  laborers,  mechanics,  tract  by  Section  vn.  paragraph  2,  the 
apprentices,  trainees,  watchmen  and  guards  Copeland  Regulations  of  the  Semtary  of 
employed  by  him  or  by  any  subcontractor  Labor  (29  CPR  Part  3)  and  the  fiuwg  with 
performing  work  under  the  contract  oa  the  tbe  Initial  payroll  or  any  subsequent  paynm 
project  have  been  paid  wages  at  rates  not  of  »  copy  of  any  findings  by  the  Secretary  of 
lees  than  those  required  by  the  contract  pro-  Labor  pursuant  to  Section  VI,  paragraph  3b 
visions,  and  that  the  work  performed  by  each  “hall  satisfy  this  requirement.  The  mime 
such  labmer,  mechanic,  apprentice  or  trainee  contractcw  shall  be  responsible  for  the  sub¬ 
conformed  to  the  classifications  set  forth  In  mission  of  copies  of  payrolls  of  all  subcon- 
the  contract  or  training  program  provisions  tractors.  The  contractor  will  make  the 
^pUcable  to  the  wage  rate  paid.  records  required  under  the  labor  standards 

Signature  and  title . .  available  tor  inspec- 

tlon  by  authorized  representatives  of  the 
•  •  •  •  •  State  highway  department,  the  Federal 

5.  PayroUa  and  payroU  records,  a.  Payrolls  Highway  Administration  and  the  Depart- 
and  basie  records  relating  thereto  will  be  ^  Labt*.  and  wlU  pmnlt  such  repre- 

malntalned  during  the  course  of  the  work  ■M^tattvee  to  intnvlew  employees  during 
and  preserved  for  a  period  of  three  years  working  hours  cm  the  Job. 
thereafter  for  all  laborers,  mechanics,  ap-  *■  wages  of  labw  shall  be  paid  in  legal 

prentices,  trainees,  watchmen  and  guards  of  the  United  States,  except  that  thSi 

working  at  the  site  of  the  work.  condition  will  be  considered  satined  if  pay- 

t>.  The  payroll  records  Shall  contain  the  made  by  negottaUe  check,  on  a  sol- 

name,  social  security  numho:  cmd  address  of  bank,  which  may  be  cashed  readily  by 

each  such  Mnployee,  his  correct  dassiflca-  employee  In  the  local  community  for 
tlon.  rates  of  pay  (Including  rates  of  contrl-  amount,  srlthout  discount  or  coUec- 

tnrtlona  or  costs  anticipated  of  the  types  (ffiarges  of  any  kind.  Where  checks  are 

described  In  section  1  (b)  (2)  of  the  Davis-  ***  payment,  the  ccmtractor  shim  Ttm^f 

Baoon  Act),  daily  and  weekly  numhw  of  necessary  arrangements  fmr  them  to  be 
hours  woih^  deductions  made  and  actual  ^nd  shall  give  tnformatlcm  regarding 

wages  paid.  Whenever  the  Secretary  of  Labor.  arrangements. 

pursuant  to  Section  VI,  paiagiaph  ah.  has  *  *ihaU  be  asked  «  ao- 

found  that  the  wages  of  any  laborer  or  i?P***^  ^  contractor  or  any  of  his  agents 
meohapoio  Indude  the  cunount  of  any  costs  person  as  a  condltkm  of  en^loy- 

reasonsiMy  anticipated  in  providing  benefits  Project. 

under  a  plan  or  program  described  In  aeetlmi  *  l«*>ore*s  shaU  be  charged  for  any 

1(b)  (2)  (B)  of  the  Davis-IBacon  Act,  the  con-  r**?  performing  their  leepeotive 

tractor  Shah  maintain  records  which  ffiiow  swjept  tor  reasonably  avotdaUe  loss 

that  the  oonunltment  to  provide  such  bene-  ”J*fP***  thereta 

fits  is  enforceable,  that  the  plan  or  program  on  the  work  covered  by 

la  flnanolany  re^nsible,  and  that  the  contract  ffiiaU  be  permitted  to  lodga 

or  program  has  been  ommnunicated  In  wilt-  where  and  with  whom  he 

Ing  to  the  laboieis  or  mechanics  affeoted.  "®o*®  ““f  neither  the  contractor  nor  his 
and  reccmls  which  show  the  costs  antlcl-  employees  shall,  directly  or 

pated  or  the  actual  cost  incurred  In  pro-  require  as  a  (xmdltloa  of  oniHoy- 

vldlng  such  benefits.  “***  omi^oyee  shall  lodges  board  or 

c.  The  payrolls  shaU  contain  the  foliowing  *  Particular  plaoe  or  wltii  a  partiou- 

Informatlon:  ^  pwson. 

1.  The  employee’s  full  name,  address  shall  be  made  for  any  trans- 

social  secxulty  number  and  a  notation  Indl-  furnished  by  the  oontractm-,  or  his 

eating  whettxer  the  employee  does,  or  does  **'r*S’  .  ranployed  on  the  work, 

not,  normally  reside  in  the  labor  area  as  “®rtdual  shah  be  employed  as  a 

defined  In  Section  n,  paragraph  la.  (The  *“*e^  **  mechanic  on  this  contract  except 
employee's  fmi  name  and  social  security  shall  not  be  con- 

niunber  need  only  appear  on  the  first  pavroQ  ”  peohlbit  the  rental  of  teama,  trucks^ 

on  which  his  name  iqjpears.  ’The  employees  .^'^P^^^ent  from  Individuals, 

address  need  only  be  shown  on  the  first  materials,  supplies  and 

submitted  payroU  on  which  the  eamtoyaeS  maintain  a  reo- 

name  appears,  unless  a  change  of  sIiiIti—  nierterlals  and 

neoesstbates  a  submittal  to  r^lect  the  new  purchaesd  for  and  .Incorporated  in 


with  the  final  labor  summary  required  In 
Section  vn.  paragraph  S.  hereof.  lU^aii  be 
transmitted  to  the  State  highway  depivt- 
ment  resident  eng^eer  for  the  project  on 
^onn  PR-47  In  acc<Mrdance  with  Instructlona 
attached  thereto,  which  wUl  be  furnished  for 
this  purpose  upon  request.  The  quantities  for 
the  listed  Items  shall  be  reported  separately 
for  roadway  and  for  structinw  over  20  feet 
long  as  measured  along  the  centerline  of  the 
roadway. 

2.  The  contractor  shall  become  familiar 
with  the  list  of  ^)eclfic  materials  gup. 
piles  contained  In  Form  PR-47  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  work  under  this  contract 
Any  additional  matwlala  information  re- 
qiilred  will  be  solicited  through  revisions  of 

^Hr-47  with  attendant  evpi  im 

3.  Where  subcontracts  are  Involved  the 
contractor  shaU  submit  either  a  single  report 
covering  work  both  by  hlmsM  and  aU  his 
subcontractors,  or  be  may  submit  separate 
reports  for  himself  and  tor  each  of  his  sub¬ 
contractors. 

IX.  Subletting  or  assigning  the  contract.  1. 
’The  contractor  shaU  perform  with  his  o^ 
organization  contract  w<wk  amounting  to 
not  less  than  50  percent  of  the  original  total 
contract  price,  except  that  any  Items  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  State  as  “Specialty  Item8“  may 
be  performed  by  subcontract  and  the  amount 
of  any  such  “fift)eclalty  Items”  to  performed 
may  be  deducted  from  the  original  total  con¬ 
tract  price  before  computing  tbo  amount  of 
work  required  to  be  performed  by  the  con¬ 
tractor  with  his  own  organization. 

a.  “His  own  organlzatlcm’*  iih*u  be  con¬ 
strued  to  include  only  workmen  employed 
and  paid  directly  by  the  prime  contractor 
and  equipment  owned  or  rented  by  Mm 
with  or  without  operators. 

b.  “Specialty  Items”  ahaU  be  construed  to 
be  limited  to  work  that  requiree  MgMy  spe- 
ciaUzed  knowledge,  craftsmanship  or  equip¬ 
ment  not  ordinarUy  avaUable  in  contracting 
organlzstions  qualified  to  bid  cm  the  contract 
as  a  whole  and  In  general  are  to  be  »mttj>^  to 
minor  componente  of  the  overeU  oontraot. 

2.  In  addition  to  the  60  percent  recjulre- 
m«ate  set  forth  In  paragraph  1  above,  the 
contractor  ahaU  furnish  (a)  a  omnpetent 
superintendent  or  foreman  who  Is  employed 
by  him,  who  has  fuU  authority  to  direct  per¬ 
formance  of  the  work  In  accordance  with  the 
contract  requirements,  and  who  la  In  charge 
erf  aU  oonstrucUon  operatlcms  (regardless  erf 
who  performs  the  work),  and  (b)  such  other 
of  his  own  organizational  ciq>abUt^  and  re- 
aponslbUity  (supervlskm,  management, 
wiglneerlng  erarvloes)  as  the  State  highway 
department  contracting  erfBoer  determlnae  Is 
necessary  to  assure  the  performance  erf  the 
cemtract. 

8.  ’The  contract  amount  upon  which  the 
60  percent  reciulrement  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  1  Is  confuted  tnoludes  the  cost  of  ma¬ 
terials  and  manufactured  products  which  ere 
to  be  purchased  or  produced  by  the  contrac¬ 
ted  imder  the  contr^t  provisions. 

4.  Any  Itraos  that  have  been  selected  as 
“Specialty  Items”  for  the  contract  are  listed 
as  such  In  the  ^leclal  Provisions,  bid  seffied- 
n^e,  ed  elsswhsre  In  the  (Kmtract  dexsuments. 

6.  No  portion  erf  the  ex>ntract  be 

Kblet,  assigned  or  otherwise  di^wmed  of  ex¬ 
cept  with  the  written  consent  erf  the  State 
highway  department  contracting  officer,  or 
his  authorized  representative,  and  such  con¬ 
sent  when  given  shall  not  be  construed  to 
relieve  the  contracted  of  any  responsltdUty 
for  the  feilfillment  of  the  oontnkct.  Request 
for  permission  to  suUet,  assign  or  otherwise 
ellspoae  of  any  portion  erf  the  oemtract  shall 
be  In  writing  and  accompanied  by  (a)  a  show¬ 
ing  that  the  organlzatlem  which  will  per¬ 
form  the  work  Is  particularly  experlMiced 
and  equipped  tor  such  wcdk.  and  (b)  an  as- 
■uranoe  by  the  oontnu;ted  that  the  labor 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


standards  provisions  set  forth  In  this  con¬ 
tract  shall  ^ply  to  labor  performed  on  all 
work  enc<xnpas8ed  by  the  request. 

X.  Safety:  Accident  prevention.  In  the  per¬ 
formance  of  this  contract,  the  contracUn’ 
shall  omnply  with  all  applicable  Federal, 
State  and  local  laws  governing  safety,  health 
and  sanitation.  The  contractor  shall  provide 
all  safeguards,  safety  devices  and  protective 
equipment  and  take  any  other  needed  ac¬ 
tions,  on  his  own  responsibility,  or  as  the 
State  highway  department  contracting  of¬ 
ficer  may  determine,  reasonably  necessary  to 
protect  the  life  and  health  of  employees  on 
the  Job  and  the  safety  of  the  public  and  to 
protect  property  in  connection  with  the 
performance  of  the  work  covered  by  the 
contract. 

It  Is  a  condition  of  this  contract,  and  shall 
be  made  a  oondittmi  of  each  subcontract  en¬ 
tered  into  pursuant  to  this  contract,  that  the 
contractor  and  any  subcontractor  shall  not 
require  any  laborer  qg  mechanic  employed  in 
performance  of  the  contract  to  w<c^  in  sur-  . 
roundings  or  under  working  Conditions  vdilch 
are  unsanitary,  hazardous,  or  dang^us  to 
his  health  or  safety,  as  determined  .xmder 
construction  safety  and  health  standards 
(Title  29,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
1926,  formerly  Part  1518,  as  revised  from  Ume 
to  time),  prmniUgated  by  the  United  States 
Secrets^  of  Labor,  In  accordance  with  Sec¬ 
tion  107  of  the  Contract  Work  Hours  and 
Safety  Standards  Act  (83  Stat.  96). 

XI.  False  statements  concerning  highway 
projects.  In  order  to  assure  high  quality  and 
durable  construction  In  conformity  with  ap¬ 
proved  plans  and  specifications  and  a  high 
degree  of  reliability  on  statements  “and  repro- 
sentations  made  by  engineers,  contractors, 
suppliers,  and  workers  on  Federal-aid  high¬ 
way  projects.  It  is  essential  that  all  persons 
concerned  with  the  project  i)erform  their 
functions  as  carefully,  thorou^ily  and  hon¬ 
estly  as  possible.  Willful  falsification,  dis¬ 
tortion,  or  misrepresentation  with  respect  to 
any  facts  related  to  ttie  project  Is  a  violation 
of  Federal  law.  To  prevent  any  misunder¬ 
standing  regarding  the  serloiisness  of  these 
and  similar  acts,  the  following  notice  shall 
be  posted  on  each  Federal-aid  highway  proj¬ 
ect  In  one  or  more  places  where  It  Is  readily 
available  to  all  personnel  concerned  with  the 
project: 

Noticb  to  All  Pxbsonnbl  Encaged  on 
FBDEaAi.-AiD  Higbwat  Paojxcrs 

Title  18,  United  States  Code,  section  1020, 
reads  as  follows: 

"Whoever,  being  an  officer,  agent,  or  em- 
ploiree  of  the  United  States,  or  of  any  State 
or  Territory,  or  whoever,-  whether  a  person, 
association,  firm,  or  corporation,  knowingly 
makes  any  false  statement,  false  representa¬ 
tion,  or  false  report  as  to  the  character,  qual¬ 
ity,  quantity,  or  cost  of  the  material  used  or 
to  be  used,  or  the  quantity  or  quality  of  the 
work  peirformed  or  to  be  performed  or  the 
costs  thereof  In  connection  with  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  plans,  maps,  specifications,  con¬ 
tracts,  or  costs  of  construction  of  any  high¬ 
way  or  related  project  submitted  for  approval 
to  the  Secretary  of  Transportation;  or 

‘  Whoever  knowingly  makes  any  false  state¬ 
ment,  false  representation,  false  report,  or 
false  claim  with  respect  to  the  character, 
quality,  quantity,  or  cost  of  any  work  per¬ 
formed  or  to  be  performed,  or  materials 
furnished  or  to  be  furnished.  In  connection 
with  the  construction  of  any  highway  or 
related  project  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation;  or 

“Vnioever  knowingly  makes  any  false  state¬ 
ment  or  false  representation  as  to  a  material 
fact  in  any  statement,  certificate,  or  re¬ 
port  submitted  pvirsuant  to  provisions  of  the 
Federal- Aid  Road  Act  iq>proved  July  1,  1916 


(39  Stat.  355),  as  amended  and  supple¬ 
mented; 

"Shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $io.OOO  or 
Imprisoned  not  more  than  five  years,  or 
both." 

XII.  Implementation  of  Clean  Ait  Act  and 
Federal  Water  Pollution,  Control  Act  (applic¬ 
able  to  contracts  and  subcontracts  which 
exceed  tlOOfiOQ).  1.  The  contractor  stipulates 
that  any  facility  to  be  utilized  In  the  per- 
fiNinance  of  this  ccmtract,  unless  such  con¬ 
tract  is  exempt  under  the  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857  et  seq.,  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  91-604),  and  under  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act,  as  amended  (33 
UJ3.C.  1251  et  seq.,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
92-500).  Executive  Order  11738,  and  regula¬ 
tions  In  implementation  thereof  (40  CFR 
Part  15) ,  is  listed  not  on  the  date  of  con¬ 
tract  award,  on  the  U.S.  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (EPA)  Ust  of  Violating  Fa¬ 
cilities  Pursuant  to  40  CFR  15.20. 

2.  The  ocmtractor  a^ees  to  comply  with  all 
the  requirements  of  section  114  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  and  section  308  of  the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  and  all  regulations  and 
guidelines  listed  thereunder. 

3.  The  contractor  shall  promptly  notify  the 
State  highway  department  of  the  receipt  of 
any  communication  from  the  DirectcM*,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Federal  Activities,  EPA,  indicating 
that  a  facility  to  be  utilized  for  the  contract 
Is  under  consideration  to  be  listed  on  the 
EPA  List  of  Violating  Faculties. 

4.  The  contractor  agrees  to  include  or  cause 
to  be  Induded  the  requirements  of  subpara¬ 
graphs  1  through  4  of  this  paragraph  xn  In 
every  subcontract  wMch  exceeds  $100,000, 
and  furthOT  agrees  to  take  such  action  as 
Ok>vernment  may  direct  as  a  means  of  en¬ 
forcing  such  requirements. 

9.  Appendix  C  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

Appendix  C 

ADDITIONAL  BEQUBUm  CONISACT  mOVISlONS 
APPALACHIAM  DEVELOPICENT  HIGHWAT  STS- 
TBK  AND  LOCAL  ACCSSB  BOADS  CONTRACTS 
OTHBB  THAN  CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 

Equal  opportunity:  employment  practices 
and  selection  of  subcontractors,  suppliers 
of  materials,  and  lessors  of  equipment 

During  the  performance  of  this  contract, 
the  contractor  agrees  as  follow^; 

1.  Compliance  with  regulations.  The  con¬ 
tractor  will  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
23  UH.C.  324  and  with  the  R^ulations  of 
the  Department  of  Tran^ortation  relative  to 
nondiscrimination  In  Federally-assisted  pro¬ 
grams  of  the  Department  of  Transportation 
(Title  49,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
21.  hereln-after  referred  to  as  the  regula¬ 
tions)  ,  which  are  herein  Incorporated  by  ref¬ 
erence  and  made  a  part  of  this  contract. 

2.  Employment  practices,  a.  The  contractor 
.wlU  not  discriminate  against  any  employee  or 
appUcant  for  employment  because  of  race, 
color,  sex,  or  national  origin.  The  contractor 
wlU  take  affirmative  action  to  ensure  that  ap- 
pUcants  are  employed,  and  that  employees  are 
treated  during  employment  vtithout  regard  to 
their  race,  (xUor,  sex,  or  national  origin.  Such 
action  shall  Include,  but  not  be  limited  to  the 
foUowlng:  recruitment  or  recruitment  adver¬ 
tising,  hiring,  firing,  upgrading,  promotion, 
demotion,  transfer,  layoff,  termination,  rates 
of  pay  or  other  forms  of  compensation  or 
benefits,  selection  for  training  or  apprentice¬ 
ship.  use  of  facilities  and  treatment  of  em¬ 
ployees.  The  contractor  argees  to  post  In  con¬ 
spicuous  places,  avaUable  to  employees  and 
appUcants  for  employment,  notices  setting 
forth  the  provisions  of  this  employment  prac¬ 
tices  clause. 

b.  Hm  ooutnetiN  wlU,  in  aU  solicitations 
or  advertisements  for  SEOgiloyees  placed  by  or 
on  behalf  of  the  contractor,  state  that  all 


qualified  iq>plicants  wUl  receive  consklera- 
Utm  for  employment  without  regard  to  race, 
color,  sex,  or  national  cwigin. 

c.  The  contractor  will  send  to  each  labor 
union  or  representative  of  workers  with 
which  he  has  a  otfilective  bargaining  agree¬ 
ment  or  other  contract  or  iind«»rgtj.nriiTig  ^ 
notice  advising  the  said  labor  union  or  work-  * 
ers  representative  of  contractor’s  com¬ 
mitments  under  this  employment  practices 
provision,  and  shall  post  copies  of  the  notice 
in  conspicuous  places  available  to  employees 
and  applicants  for  employment. 

3.  Selection  of  subcontractors,  procure¬ 
ment  of  materials  and  leasing  of  equipment. 
a.  The  contractor,  with  regard  to  the  work 
performed  by  him  after  award  and  prior  to 
completion  of  the  contract  work,  will  not 
discriminate  on  the  ground  of  race,  color,  sex, 
or  national  origin  In  the  selection  and  re¬ 
tention  of  subcontractors.  Including  pro¬ 
curements  of  materials  and  leases  of  equip¬ 
ment.  The  contractor  will  not  participate 
either  directly  or  Indirectly  in  the  discrimina¬ 
tion  prohibited  by  Section  21.6  of  the  Regu¬ 
lations. 

b.  In  all  solicitations  either  by  competi¬ 
tive  bidding  or  negotiation  made  by  the  con¬ 
tractor  for  work  to  be  performed  under  a 
subcontract,  including  procurements  of  ma¬ 
terials  or  leases  of  equipment,  each  poten¬ 
tial  subcontractor,  supplier,  or  lessor  shall 
be  notified  by  the  contractor  of  the  con¬ 
tractor’s  obligations  under  this  contract  nnrt 
the  Regulatlmis  relative  to  nondiscrimina¬ 
tion  on  the  ground  of  race,  color,  sex,  or  na¬ 
tional  origin. 

4.  Information  and  reports.  ’The  contractor 
will  provide  all  Information  and  reports  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Reg;ulatlons,  or  orders  and  in¬ 
structions  Issued  pursuant  thereto,  and  will 
permit  access  to  its  books,  records,  accounts, 
other  sources  of  Information,  and  Its  facili¬ 
ties  as  may  be  determined  by  the  State  high¬ 
way  department  or  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration  to  be  i>ertinent  to  ascertain 
compliance  with  such  Regulations,  orders 
and  Instructions.  Where  any  Information  re¬ 
quired  of  a  contractor  Is  In  the  exclusive 
possession  of  another  who  falls  or  refuses  to 
furnish  this  information,  the  contractor  shall 
so  certify  to  the  State  highway  department, 
or  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  as 
appropriate,  and  shall  set  forth  what  efforts 
It  has  made  to  obtain  the  Information. 

5.  Incorporation  of  provisions.  The  con¬ 
tractor  will  Include  these  additional  re¬ 
quired  contract  provisions  In  every  sub¬ 
contract,  Including  procurements  of  mate¬ 
rials  and  leases  of  equipment,  unless  exempt 
by  the  Regulations  or  orders,  or  Instructions 
Issued  pursuant  thereto.  The  contractor  will 
take  such  action  with  respect  to  any  sub¬ 
contract,  procurement,  or  lease  as  the  State 
highway  department  or  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  may  dheet  as  a  means  of 
enforcing  such  provlrl,.as  Including  sanc¬ 
tions  for  non-compliance;  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  ’That,  In  the  event  a  contractor  becomes 
Involved  In,  or  Is  threatened  with,  litigation 
with  a  subcontractor,  supplier,  or  lessor  as 
a  result  ot  such  directed  action,  the  con¬ 
tractor  may  request  the  State  to  enter  Into 
such  litigation  to  protect  the  Interest  of  the 
State,  and,  in  addition,  the  contractor  may 
request  the  United  SUtes  to  enter  into 
such  litigation  to  protect  the  Interest  of  the 
United  States. 

6.  Sanctions  for  noncompliance.  In  the 
event  of  the  contractor’s  nonoompliance  with 
sections  1  through  6  above,  the  State  high¬ 
way  department  shall  Impose  such  contract 
sanctions  as  It  or  the  Federal  Highway  Ad¬ 
ministration  may  determine  to  be  impro¬ 
priate,  including  but  not  limited  to. 

a.  Withholding  of  payments  to  the  con¬ 
tractor  under  the  contiact  until  the  con¬ 
tractor  complies,  and/or 

b-  CancellatUMi,  termination  or  suspension 
of  the.  contract  In  whole  or  In  part. 
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Effective  date.  Tlie  amendmenta  vlU 
take  effect  on  November  1.  1975,  for  oo(V> 
tracts  for  projects  authorized  for  advert 
tising  by  the  Division  Administrator  on 
or  after  that  date.  ' 

Issued  on  October  10, 1975. 

Norbert  T.  Tiemann, 
Federal  Highvxvu  Administrator. 

[FB  DOC.7&-28306  FUed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 

Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD  INSURANCE 
PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI-288] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  Town  of  . 
*  Los  Gtotos,  California 

On  February  1,  1974,  in  39  FR  4092, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map 
number  and  locations  where  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Boundary  Maps  were  avallaUe  for 
public  inspection.  This  list  included  the 
Town  of  Los  Gatos,  Callfmmla,  as  an 
eligible  community  and  included  Map 
No.  H  060343  02  which  Indicates  that  the 
property  adjacent  to  Route  17  Freeway, 
Los  Gatos,  California,  as  recorded  in 
Bo<^  7154  at  Page  737,  Book  3836  at 
Page  749,  and  Book  6143  at  Page  556  In 
the  office  of  the  Recorder  of  Santa  Clara 
County,  Callfomla,  Is  in  Its  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It 
has  been  determined  by  the  Federal  In¬ 
surance  Administration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  In 
light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  Is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  Accordingly,  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1974,  Map  No.  H  060343  02  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above 
<  prop^y  Is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UJS.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) . 

Issued:  October  8, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 

Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.75-28288  Filed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-288] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  City  of 
Lake  Forest,  Illinois 

On  February  1, 1974,  In  39  FR  4092,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locatloDs  where  Flood  Hazard  Bound¬ 
ary  Maps  were  available  for  public  In- 
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spectlon.  This  list  Included  the  City  of 
Tjiira  Frarest,  Illinois  as  an  dlgible  cmn- 
muntty  and  included  Map  No.  H 170374  06 
which  Indicates  that  Lot  27,  Block  5,  Lake 
Forest  Additlcm,  Lake  Forest,  Illinois,  as 
recorded  in  Book  N  of  Plats,  Pages  60 
and  61  In  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  Lake 
County,  Illinois,  Is  In  Its  entirety  within 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has 
been  determined  by,  the  Federal  Insur¬ 
ance  Administration,  after  further  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  map  In  light  of 
additional,  recently  acquired  flood  infor¬ 
mation,  that  the  structure  (m  the  above 
propertly  Is  not  within  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  Accordingly,  effective  Feb¬ 
ruary  1,  1974,  Msq}  H  170374  06  is  hereby 
correct^  to  reflect  that  the  structure  on 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
,  xm  of  Ho\islng  and  Urban  Devel<q>ment  Act 
oi  1968),  effective  Jcmuary  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  Novembw  28,  1968),  as  amended,  42 
UA.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  fuithorlty  to  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istrate  34  FR  2680,  Febniary  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974). 

Issued:  October  8, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-28289  FUed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-734] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  CKy  of 
Irving,  Texas 

On  June  17,  1970,  In  35  FR  9914,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  were  available  for  public 
inspection.  This  list  Included  the  City  of 
Irving,  Texas,  as  an  eligible  community 
and  Included  Map  No.  H  480180  22  which 
indicates  that  Spanish  Trail  Subdivision, 
Irving,  Texas,  as  recorded  in  Volume 
74185,  Page  2097,  and  portions  of  the 
Seventh  Installment  of  Harbor  Lakes 
West,  Irving,  Texas,  as  recorded  in  Vol- 
lume  74191,  Page  1249  in  the  office  of 
the  Clerk  of  Dallas  County,  Texas,  are  in 
their  entirety  within  the  SpeclsJ  Flood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined  by 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  light  of  additional,  recently 
acquired  flood  information,  that  Spanish' 
Trail  Subdivision,  and  the  Seventh  In¬ 
stallment  of  Harbor  Lakes  West  are  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
Accordingly,  effective  Jime  16, 1970,  Map 
No.  H  480180  22  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(Natkmal  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  xm  o€  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969 
(33  FR  17804,  November  28, 1968) ,  as  amend- 
ed,  42  UB.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary's  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  nt  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) . 
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Issued:  October  8, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter. 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-28290  FUedl0-20-75;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-250] 

PART  1920— PROCEDURE  FOR  MAP 
CORRECTION 

Letter  of  Map  Amendment  for  the  Town  of 
Femdale,  Washington 

On  April  25,  1974,  in  39  FR  14609,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  (ff  communities  with  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  msq>  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Rood  Hazard 
Boimdary  Maps  were  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection.  This  list  Included  the 
Town  of  Femdale,  Washlnghm,  as  an 
eligible  community  and  Included  Map 
No.  H  530201  03  which  indicates  that 
the  Nelson  property  on  Red  Top  Rocul, 
Femdale,  Washington,  as  recorded  in 
Volume  245,  Pages  315  through  317  in 
the  office  of  the  Auditor  of  Whatcom 
County.  Washington,  is  in  its  entirety 
within  the  Special  Rood  Hazard  Area. 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Acbninlstration,  after  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  miq)  in 
'light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  not  within  the  Special  Rood 
Ha^rd  Area.  Accordingly,  effective 
May  3,  1974,  Map  No.  H  530201  03  is 
hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the  above 
property  ^  not  within  the  Special  Rood 
Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968 
(Title  xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1968) .  effective  January  28,  1969 
(33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968) ,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.0. 4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s 
delegatlon-of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974) . 

Issued:  October  8, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 
Acting  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

[FR  Doc.75-28291  Filed  10-20-76;8:46  am] 

Title  31— Money  and  Finance:  Treasury 

SUBTTTLE  A— OFRCE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY 

PART  I— ACCESS  TO  RECORDS 

Subpart  A— Under  5  U.S.C.  552,  as 
Amended 

Amendment  of  Appendix  D 

The  Director,  United  States  Secret 
Service  flnds  it  necessary  to  amend  the 
regulations  at  31  CFR,  Part  I  Appendix 
(40  FR  7439  and  29290)  governing  the 
disclosure  of  records  under  the  Freedom 
(ff  Information  Act,  as  ammded  (5  UB.C. 
section  552) . 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  553(a)  no¬ 
tice  and  puUic  procedure  are  not  neces¬ 
sary  since  the  amendment  constitutes 
a  rule  of  agency  management  or  person¬ 
nel. 

Accordingly,  Part  I,  Subpart  A,  Appen¬ 
dix  D,  paragrai^  number  4,  of  Title  31 
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of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

4.  Ad^inistnMve  appeal  of  initial  deter¬ 
mination  to  denp  records.  Appellate  deter¬ 
minations  imder  31  CFB  lA(h)  witb  respect 
to  records  the  tTB.  Secret  Service  will  be 
made  by  the  Deputy  Director.  VS.  Secret 
Service.  Appeals  made  by  mall  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to: 

Freedmn  of  Information  Appeal.  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector.  n.S.  Secret  Service.  1800  O  Street. 

NW..  Room  800.  Washington.  D.C.  30223. 

Requests  may  be  delivered  personally  to 
the  Deputy  Director.  UJS.  Secret  Service.  In 
Room  800.  1800  O  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Done  at  Washington.  District  of 
Columbia,  this  15th  day  of  October,  1975. 

H.S.  Knight, 
Director. 

IFR  Doc.75-28294  Piled  10-20-76;8:45  am] 


Title  42 — Public  Health  ' 

CHAPTER  I— PUBUC  HEALTH  SERVICE. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCA¬ 
TION.  AND  WELFARE 

PART  52e— NATIONAL  HEART  AND 
LUNG  INSTITUTE 

On  May  1,  1975,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  puUished  in  the  Fed- 
XKAL  Register  (40  FR  19014)  proposing^ 
addition  of  a  new  Part  52e  to  Title  42  of 
the  Code  of  Regulations  governing  the 
award  of  grants  under  section  414  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  n.S.C. 
287c)  for  projects:  (1)  to  demonstrate 
and  evaluate  the  effectiveness  of  new 
techniques  and  procedures  for  the  pre¬ 
vention,  diagnosis,  or  treatment  of  heart, 
blood  vesseL  lung,  and  blood  diseases; 
(2)  to  develop  and  evaluate  methods  of 
educating  health  practitioners  concern¬ 
ing  the  prevention  and  ocmtrol  of  these 
diseases;  and  (3)  to  devdi^;)  and  evalu¬ 
ate  methods  of  educating  the  public  con¬ 
cerning  the  prevention  and  control  of 
these  diseases. 

Interested  persons  were  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit,  on  or  before  June  2,  1975,  written 
comments  regarding  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations. 

No  comments  were  received.  The  regu¬ 
lations  are  therefore  being  adopted  in 
essentially  the  ssune  form  as  proposed. 
However,  52e.5  has  been  changed  some¬ 
what  to  require:  (1)  that  an  approva- 
ble  appllcsition  actually  demonstrate 
compliance  with  program  requirements 
rather  than  Just  provide  assurances  of 
such  compliance,  and  (2)  that  the  proj¬ 
ect  be  acrried  ouL  in  substantial  con¬ 
form  with  the  proposal  set  forth  in  the 
aproved  application. 

Effective  Date:  Tliis  part  shall  become 
effective  October  21,  1975. 

Dated:  September  15, 1975. 

Theodore  Cooper, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health. 

Approved:  October  14, 1975. 

.  David  Mathews, 

Secretary. 

Accordingly,  Title  42  of  the  Code  of 

Federal  Regulations  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  Part  52e,  as  follows. 


52e.l  AppUoabllity. 

536.2  DeflnitloDs. 

826.3  EUgtt>Ulty. 

53e.4  Application. 

SaeA  Project  lequlremente. 

536.8  Ofaat  awards. 

896.7  Payment. 

saeA  E::q>6Dditur6  of  grant  funds. 

&2eA  Nondiscrlmlnatlmi. 

526.10  Human  subjects;  »«iTn«.i  welfare. 

52e.ll  A]K>Uoabmty  of  45  CFR  Part  74. 

52e.l2  Pn^ess  and  fiscal  records  and 
ports. 

52e.l3  Grantee  aecountabUlty. 

S3e.l4  Publications  and  copyright. 

53e.l5  Additional  conditions. 

Authobitt;  Sec.  215,  58  Stat.  690, 
amended  (42  UA.C.  216);  sec.  414,  86  Stat. 
6S2  (42  UA.C.  387c). 

§  52e.l  AppIicabUity. 

(a)  The  regulations  in  this  part  apply 
to  grants  under  section  414  of  the  PubUc 
Health  Service  Act  (42  UJ3.C.  287c)  for  ‘ 
projects:  (1)  to  demonstrate  and  evalu¬ 
ate  the  effectiveness  of  new  techniques 
or  procedures  for  the  prevention,  diag¬ 
nosis,  or  treatment  of  heart,  blood  vessel, 
lung,  and  blood  diseases,  (2)  to  develop 
and  evaluate  methods  of  educating 
health  practitioners  concerning  the  pre¬ 
vention  and  control  of  these  diseases,  and 
(3)  to  develop  and  evaluate  methods  of 
educating  the  public  concerning  the  pre¬ 
vention  and  control  of  these  diseases. 

(b)  For  purposes  ol  this  part,  treat¬ 
ment  may  include  emergency  medical 
services. 

§  52e.2  Defiaitiofu. 

As  used  in  this  part: 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended. 

^(b)  “Director,  NHU,”  means  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  National  Heart  and  Lung 
Institute  and  any  other  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee  of  said  Institute  to  whom  the 
authority  involved  has  been  delegated. 

(c)  “ffonprofit”  as  applied  to  any 
agency  or  institution  means  an  agency 
or  instituticHi  which  is  a  corporation  or 
an  associatimi  no  part  of  the  net  earn¬ 
ings  of  which  inures  or  may  lawfully 
inure  to  the  benefit  of  any  private  share¬ 
holder  or  individual. 

(d)  “Council”  means  the  National 
Heart  and  Lung  Advisory  Council,  estab¬ 
lished  by  section  417(a)  of  the  Act  (42 
UH.C.  287f(a)). 

(e)  “National  Program”  means  the 
National  Heart,  Blood  Vessel,  Lung,  and 
Blood  Disease  Program  referred  to  in 
section  413  of  the  Act  (42  UB.C.  287b) 

(f)  “Eme]i;ency  medical  services” 
means  the  services  utilised  in  responding 
to  the  perceived  individual  need  loc  im¬ 
mediate  medical  care  in  order  to  prevent 
loss  of  life  or  aggravation  of  pliyslologi- 
cal  or  psychological  illness  or  injury. 

§  52«.3  KKgibaity. 

To  be  digible  for  a  grant  under  this 
part,  an  applicant  must  he  a  public  or 
nonpnffit  private  agency  or  institution. 


1  angle  copies  of  tbe  National  Program  are 
available  upcm  request  trom  the  Division  of 
Extramural  ASairs,  National  Heart  and  Dung 
Institute,  National  Institutes  of  Health.  9000 
Rockvme  Pike,  Betbesda,  Maryland  20014. 


1 52e.4  Application. 

(a)  Each  agency  or  Institution  desir¬ 
ing  a  grant  under  this  part  shall  siffimlt 
an  application  hi  such  form  and  manner 
and  on  or  before  such  dates  as  the 
Director,  NHLI,  may  from  time  to  time 
require.*  Such  applicatimi  shall  ix  exe¬ 
cuted  by  an  individual  authorized  to  act 
for  the  applicant  and  to  assume  on  belmlf 
of  the  applicant  the  obligations  imposed 
by  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  award, 
including  the  regulations  of  this  part. 

(b)  In  accordance  with  section  1-00- 
30  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  Grants  Administration 
Manual,*  each  private  institution  which 
does  not  already  have  on  file  with  the 
National  Institutes  ol  Health  evidence  of 
nonprofit  status,  must  submit  with  its 
application  acceptable  proof  of  such 
status. 

(c)  In  addition  to  any  other  pertipent 
information  that  the  >Director.  NHU, 
may  require,  each  application  shall  aet 
f<Hth  in  detail: 

(1)  The  nature  and  purpose  of  the 
pr<4X>sed  projedt  and  the  methods  to  be 
enmloyed  in  carrjring  it  out; 

(2)  The  relevance  of  the  proposed 
project  to  the  National  Program; 

C3)  The  defined  population  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  proposed  project  and  the  ra¬ 
tionale  for  its  selection; 

(4)  With  reigiect  to  applications  rdat- 
ing  to  projects  covered  by  S  52e.l(a)  (1), 
prior  research  findings  on  which  the  pro¬ 
posed  project  is  based; 

(5)  The  personnel,  facilities,  and  other 
resources.  Including  community  re¬ 
sources,  available  to  carry  out  the  pro¬ 
posed  project; 

(6)  Current  activities  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  involving  prevention  or  cmitrol  of 
heart,  blood  vessel,  lung,  and  blood  dis¬ 
eases,  Uie  sources  of  funding  for  such 
activities,  and  the  anticipated  rdlaticm- 
ship  of  these  activities  to  the  proposed 
project; 

(7)  The  names  and  qualifications  of 
the  project  director  and  key  staff  mem¬ 
bers  who  would  be  responsible  for  con¬ 
ducting  the  proposed  project; 

(8)  Proposed  methods  for  monitoring 
and  evaluating  the  project;  and 

(9)  The  proposed  project  period;  a 
detailed  budget.  Including  a  list  of  other 
anticipated  sources  of  support;  and  a 
justification  for  the  amount  of  grant 
funds  requested. 

§  52e«5  Project  requirements. 

(a)  An  approvable  £q>plication  must 
demonstrate  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Director,  NHU,  that: 


*  Applications  and  Instructions  are  avail¬ 
able  from  tbe  Division  of  Extramural  Affairs, 
National  Heart  and  Lung  Institute,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  8000  Rodrvllle  Pike, 
Betbesda,  Maryland  20014. 

'The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  Grants  Administration  Mantial 
is  available  for  public  Inspection  and  copying 
at  tbe  Department’s  and  Regional  Offices' 
Information  centers  listed  in  45  CFR  5.31  and 
may  be  ptircbased  from  the  Superintendent 
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(1)  With  Taq;)eet  to  applications  re- 
latlng  to  iNx>}e<^  oovared  by  |  sae.Ka) 
(1),  the  techniques  or  procedures  to  be 
demonstrated  and  evaluated  have  been 
found  safe  and  effective  th  the  research 
setting  and,  baaed  iqion  research  find¬ 
ings,  amiear  to  have  the  potential  tor 
general  iq>pllcabllity  to  the  prevention, 
diagnosis,  or  treatment  ot  heart,  blood 
jvessel,  lung,  or  blood  diseases ; 

(2)  With  respect  to  iq)plications  rdat- 
Ing  to  projects  covered  by  S  52e.l(a)  (2) 
and  1 52e.l(a)(3),  the  project  will  in¬ 
clude  development  and  evaluation  of  one 
or  more  methods  for  educating  health 
practiticmers  or  the  public  concerning 
advances  in  the  i»evention,  diagnosis,  or 
treatment  of  such  diseases;  ahd 

(3)  The  nature  of  the  project  is  such 
that  Its  cmnpletion  may  be  anticipated 
within  the  project  period,  or  such  other 
period  as  may  be  specified  in  the  appli¬ 
cation. 

(b)  The  project  must,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  Director,  NHIJ,  be  necessary  • 
for  cooperation  by  the  National  Heart 
and  Lung  Institute  with  (me  or  more 
other  Federal  Health  agencies.  State, 
local,  or  regional  public  health  agencies, 
or  nimproflt  private  health  agencies  in 
the  diagnosis,  prevention,  or  treatment 
of  heart,  blood  vess^  lung  or  blood 
dtseases. 

(c)  In  (Rder  for  an  agency  or  institu¬ 
tion  to  receive  simport  under  this  part, 
the  project  must  be  carried  out  in  sub¬ 
stantial  conformity  with  the  proposal  set 
forth  in  the  approved  application. 

S  52e.6  Grant  awards. 

(а)  Within  the  limits  of  funds  avail¬ 
able.  after  consultaticm  with  the  Cotmcil. 
the  Director,  NHTJ,  may  award  grants  to 
apifiicants  with  propos^  projects  which 
in  his  Judgment  best  promote  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  section  414  of  ttte  Act,  taking 
into  consideration  among  other  per¬ 
tinent  factors: 

(1)  The  scientific  and  technical  merit 
of  the  prtmosed  project; 

(2)  The  significance  oi  the  project  in 
rdation  to  the  goals  ot  the  National 
Program; 

(3j  Whether  the  project  appropriately 
emphasizes  the  prevention,  diagnosis,  or 
treatment  of  heart,  blood  vessel,  lung,  or 
blood  diseases  of  children; 

<4)  The  quidiflcatlons  and  experience 
of  the  proj^t  director  and  other  key 
personnel; 

(5)  The  administrative  and  manage¬ 
rial  capability  and  fiscal  responsibility  of 
the  applicant; 

(б)  The  reasonabl^ess  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  budget  in  relation  to  the  proposed 
project; 

(7)  The  adequacy  of  the  methods  pro¬ 
posed  for  monitori^  and  evaluating  the. 
pnmosed  project;  and 

(8)  The  degree  to  which  the  applica¬ 
tion  adequately  provides  for  the  requlre- 
mmts  -set  forth  in  S9  52e.5(a)  and 
52e.5(b). 

(b)  All  grant  awards  shall  be  in  writ¬ 
ing  and  shall  q?eclfy  the  project  period, 
the  total  recommended  amount  of  funds 
for  the  mtlre  project  period;  the  im¬ 
proved  budget  for  the  initial  budget 


period;  and  me  amoimt  awarded  for  the  program  or  activity  receiving  Federal 
Initial  budget  period.  financial  assistance. 

(c)  Neither  the  approval  of  any  ap-  <c)  Grant  funds  used  for  alterations 

Idlcatlcm  nor  any  grant  award  dmn  com-  and  renovations  shall  be  subject  to  the 
mit  or  obligate  the  United  States  in  any  condition  that  the  grantee  shall  comply 
way  to  make  any  additicmal,  suimle-  with  the  requirements  of  Executive  Or- 
mental,  continuation,  or  other  award  der  11246,  30  FR  12319  (Sept.  24,  1965) , 
with  respect  to  any  approved  applica-  as  amended,  mid  with  the  applicable 
tlon  or  portion  thereof.  rules,  regulatioDs,  and  procedures  pre- 

(d)  The  amount  of  any  grazxt  award  scribed  pursuant  thereto. 


Shan  be  determined  by  the  Director, 
NHLI,  on  the  basis  of  his  estimate  of  the 
sum  necessary  to  pay  all  or  part  of  the 
aUowable  costs  for  the  budget  period 
covered  by  the  award. 

§  52e.7  Payment. 

The  Director,  NHLI,  shall  from  time  to 
time  make  payments  to  a  grantee  of  aU 
or  a  portion  of  any  grant  award,  either 
in  advance  or  by  way  of  reimbursement, 
for  expenses  Incurred  or  to  be  Incurred 
in  accordance  with  its  approved  appli¬ 
cation. 

§  S2e.8  Ei^oiditare  of  grant  funds. 

(a)  Any  fimds  granted  pursuant  to 
this  pert  shah  be  expended  solely  for 
the  purposes  for  which  the  funds  were 
granted  in  accordance  vrith  the  approved 
aivUcation  and  budget,  the  regulations 
of  this  part,  the  terms  and  ccmditions  of 
the  award,  and  the  apidicable  cost  prin¬ 
ciples  prescribed  by  subpart  Q  of  45  C7FR 
Part  74. 

(b)  Any  unobligated  grant  fimds  re¬ 
maining  in  the  grant  accotmt  at  the  close 
of  a  budget  period  may,  with  prior  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Director,  NHU,  be  carried 
forward  and  remain  available  for 
gation  during  the  remainder  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  period,  subject  to  such  limitations  as 
the  Director,  NHLI,  may  prescribe.  The 
amount  of  uiy  8ubee(ment  award  win 
take  into  consideration  unobligated  grant 
funds  remaining  in  the  grant  account. 
At  the  end  of  the  last  budget  period  of 
the  project  period,  any  unobligated  grant 
funds  remaining  in  the  grant  account 
must  be  refunded  to  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment. 

8  52c.9  Nondiacrunination. 

(a)  Attention  te  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  (^  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act 
of  1964  (78  Stat.  252,  42  n.8.C.  2000d 
et  seq.)  vifalch  provides  that  no  person 
in  the  United  States  shall,  <m  the  ground 
of  race,  color,  or  naticmal  origin,  be  ex¬ 
cluded  from  participation  in,  be  dmied 
the  benefits  of,  or  be  subjected  to  dis¬ 
crimination  imder  any  program  or  activ¬ 
ity  receiving  federal  financial  assistance. 
A  regulation  implraienting  such  Title  VI, 
which  is  ai^licable  to  grants  made  under 
this  part,  has  been  issued  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Ed\ication,  and  Welfare 
with  the  am)roval  of  the  President  (45 
C:nRPart80). 

(b)  Attention  is  also  called  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  Title  lx  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972  and  in  particular 
to  section  901  of  such  Act  (20  UH.C. 
1661)  which  provides  that  no  person  in 
the  United  States  shall,  on  the  basis  ot 
sex.  be  excluded  from  partieipation  In, 
be  dmfied  the  benefits  of.  or  be  subjected 
to  discrimination  under  any  education 


(d)  Attention  is  caDed  to  toe  require- 
m«ite  of  section  504  of  toe  R^abilita- 
ti(m  Act  of  1973,  as  amended  (29  UH.C. 
794),  which  proves  that  no  otherwise 
qualified  handlcaiHied  individual  in  toe 
United  States  toaU,  solely  by  reascm  of 
his  handicap,  be  excluded  fnnn  partlci- 
pation  in,  be  denied  toe  benefits  of,  or  be 
subjected  to  discrimination  undo*  any 
program  or  activity  receiving  Federal 
financial  assistance. 

§  52c.l0  Hwnan  aubjecU;  aninul  wei- 
fsrc. 

No  award  may  be  made  under  this 
part  unless  the  applicant  has  eomidied 

with: 

(a)  45  cm  Part  46  and  any  otoer  ap¬ 
plicable  requirements  pertaining  to  the 
protectkm  of  human  subjects. 

<b)  Chapter  1-43  of  tlw  Department 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare 
Grants  Administraticm  Mawnmi  and  any 
otoer  applicable  requirements  concern¬ 
ing  animal  wdfare. 

§  52e.ll  Applicability  of  45  CFR  Part 
74.’ 

The  provisions  of  45  CFR  Part  74,  es¬ 
tablishing  uniform  administrative  re¬ 
quirements  and  cost  principles,  shoU 
anfily  to  all  grants  under  this  part  to 
State  and  local  govemmaits  as  those 
terms  are  defined  in  Subpart  A  of  that 
Part  74.  The  relevant  provisions  of  the 
following  sitoparts  of  Part  74  shall  also 
iq>ply  to  grants  to  all  other  grantee  orga¬ 
nizations  uzMler  this  part: 


Subpart:  45  CTR  Part  74 

A _  Oteneral. 

B _  CSaab  dapoettories. 

C _  Bonding  and  Insurance. 

D _ _ _  Retention  and  custodial 

requirements  fOr  rec¬ 
ords. 

F _  Orant-related  Income. 

G _  Matching  and  cost  sharing. 

K _  Grant  payment  require¬ 

ments. 

L _  Budget  rerlslon  proce- 

duree. 

M _  Grant  cloeeout,  suspen- 

slmi.  and  termination. 

O _  Property. 

Q _  Cost  principles. 


§  52e.l2  Progress  and  fiscal  records  and 
rqparls. 

Each  grant  award  shall  require  that 
the  grantee  maintain  such  progress  and 
fiscal  records  and  file  with  toe  Director, 
NHLL  such  progress  and  fiscal  reports 
relating  to  toe  conduct  and  results  of 
the  apmoved  grant  and  the  use  of  grant 
funds  as  the  Director,  NHU,  may  find 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
secUoBi  414  of  the  Act  and  the  regula¬ 
tions. 
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§  52>13  Grantee  accountability. 

(a)  All  payments  made  by  the  Di¬ 
rector,  NHLI,  shall  be  recorded  by  the 
grantee  in  accounting  records  separate 
from  the  records  of  all  other  grant  funds, 
including  funds  derived  from  other  grant 
awards.  With  respect  to  each  approved 
project  the  grantee  shall  account  for  the 
sum  total  of  all  amounts  paid  by  present¬ 
ing  or  otherwise  making  available  to  the 
Director,  NHLI,  satisfactory  evidence  of 
expenditures  for  direct  and  indirect  costs 
meeting  the  requirements  of  this  part. 

(b)  Accounting  for  royalties.  Royalties 
received  by  grantees  from  copyrights  on 
publications  or  other  works  developed 
under  the  grant,  or  from  patents  or  in¬ 
ventions  conceived  or  first  actually  re¬ 
duced  to  practice  in  the  course  of  or  tm- 
der  such  grant,  shall  be  accounted  for  as 
follows: 

(1)  State  and  local  governments. 

Where  the  grantee  is  a  State  or  local 
government  as  those  terms  are  defined 
in  Subpart  A  of  45  CFR  Part  74,  royal¬ 
ties  shall  be  accounted  for  as  provided  in 
45  CFR  74.44. 

(2)  Grantees  other  than  State  and 
local  governments.  Where  the  grantee  is 
not  a  State  or  local  government  as  those 

terms  are  defined  in  Subpart  A  of  45  CFR  .  _  _ 

Part  74,  royalties  shall  be  accounted  for  reference  in  the  Authority  for  Issuance 
as  follows:  from  1.64(g)  to  “1.53(g).” 

royalties,  whether  re-  issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo- 
ceived  during  or  after  the  project  period, 
shall  be  governed  by  agreements  be-  ’  '  , 

tween  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health,  James  T.  CTurtis,  Jr., 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Director, 

Welfare,  and  the  grantee,  pursuant  to  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 
the  Department’s  patent  regulations  (45  [fb  doc.76-28298  Piled  l0-20-76;8:45  am] 
CFR  Parts  6  and  8) .  . 

(B)  Copyright  royalties,  whether  re-  ^Itle  50— Wildlife  and  Rsheries 

ceived  during  or  after  the  project  period, 

shall  first  be  used  to  reduce  the  Fed-  CHAPTER  I — U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
eral  share  of  the  grant  to  cover  the  costs  SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTE- 

of  publishing  or  producing  the  materials,  badt  no  uiiaiTiMn 

and  any  royalties  in  excess  of  the  costs  muniinu 

of  publishing  or  producing  the  materials  Moosehom  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Wis. 
shall  be  distributed  in  accordance  with  The  following  special  regulation  is  is-. 
Chapter  1-120  of  the  Department  of  ^^ed  and  is  effect!^  duriSthe  period 
Health,  Mucation,  and  Welfare  Grants  November  10  through  November  29, 1975. 
Admimstration  Manual.  Administrative  and  biological  nee^  re- 

§  52e.l4  Publications  and  copyright.  Quire  the  Moosehorn  Refuge  deer  hunting 
/  s  ......  season  to  be  held  concurrent  with  the 

^  Maine  State  hunting  season.  It  is  there- 

Where  the  gr^tee  is  a  State  or  local  gov-  found  impracticable  to  issue  regula- 
emme^  as  th<»eter^  are  detoed  to  effective  30  days  after 

Subpart  A  of  45  CFR  Part  74,  toe  ^part-  publication  in  accordance  with  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  ^d  Welfare  pf  ^bg  Interior  general  policy, 

copyright  requirement  set  forth  in  45 

CFR  74.140  shall  apply  with  respect  to  §32.32  Special  regulations;  big  game; 
any  book  or  other  copjrrightable  ma-  for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas, 

terials  developed  or  resulting  from  a  Maine 

project  supported  by  a  grant  under  this 

°  moosehorn  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

part. 

(b)  Grantees  other  than  State  and  public  hunting  of  deer  on  toe  Moose- 
local  governments.  Where  toe  grantee  is  horn  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Maine,  is 
not  a  State  or  local  government  as  those  permitted,  except  on  areas  designated  by 
terms  are  defined  in  Subpart  A  of  45  signs  as  closed,  during  the  State  firearms 
CFR  Part  74,  except  as  may  otherwise  season,  November  10-29,  1975.  This  open 
be  provided  under  the  terms  and  condi-  area,  comprising  approximately  21,000 
tidns  of  toe  award,  toe  grantee  may  copy-  acres,  is  delineated  on  maps  available  at 
right  without  prior  iq>proval  any  publi-  Refuge  Headquarters,  P.O.  Box  X,  Calais, 
cations,  films,  or  sin^r  materials  de-  04619  or  from  toe  Regional  Direc- 

ject  to  a  royalty-free,  non-exchisive,  and  Post  Office  and  Courthouse  Building, 


irrevocable  license  or  right  in  toe  Gov-  Boston,  Mass.  02109.  Hunting  shall  be  in 
emment  to  reproduce,  translate,  publish,  accordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg- 
use,  disseminate  and  dispose  of  such  ma-  ulatlons  covering  toe  hunting  of  deer, 
terials,  and  to  authorize  others  to  do  so.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regula- 

§52e.l5  AddiUon«lcondiUon«.  tion  supplement  toe  relations  which 

govern  hxmting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
The  Director,  NHLI,  may  with  respect  generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
to  any  grant  award  impose  additional  50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32 
conditions  prior  to  or  at  toe  time  of  any  and  are  effective  through  November  29, 
award  when  in  his  judgment  such  condi-  1975. 

tions  are  necessary  to  assure  or  protect  Howard  N.  Larsen, 

advancement  of  toe  approved  project.  Regional  Director. 

the  interests  of  the  public  health,  or  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

conservation  ol  grant  funds.  14. 1975. 

IFB  Doc.TS-aaaes  Filed  10-90-7^8:45  .0.1  |pRDoc.7a-28192FUedl0-20-7fc8:45.ml 
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In  vertical  movecoent  of  the  main  rotor 
hub  on  the  qdlned  main  rotor  shaft, 
thereby  causing  the  safety  wire  to  break, 
allowli^  the  rotor  retaining  nut  to  back 
off.  Since  tiiis  condition  exists  in  o^er 
helicopters  of  the  same  type  design,  an 
Airworthiness  Directive  is  being  issued 
to  require  replac^ent  of  the  main  rotor 
hub  nut  washer,  if  necessary,  on  Enstrom 
F-28A  and  280  helicopters. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  f oimd  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegate  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) 
39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  AirwOTthlness  Directive. 

ENSntOM.  Applies  to  Enstrom  Models  F-28A 
and  aao  beUoopters  certified  In  an  cate¬ 
gories.  with  the  following  eerlal  numbers: 
F-28A— S/N’s  4  through  275.  277,  278.  280 
through  283;  280—3/1^8  1001  through  1006. 

Note. — Helicopters  equipped  with  a  “tang" 
hub  lock  washer,  Enstrom  P/N  28-14283,  are 
exempt  frcun  eompllanoe  with  this  Airwortbi- 
nees  Directive. 

Compliance  required  as  Indicated  unlees 
already  accomplished. 

Within  the  next  25  hours  time  in  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this.  Airworthiness 
Directive : 

(a)  Remove  the  main  rotor  retention  nut, 
Enstrom  P/N  28-14004,  and  hub  nut  washer, 
Enstrom  P/N  28-14005; 

(b)  R^laoe  hub  nut  washer,  Einstrom  P/N 
28-14005,  with  a  new  retention  washer,  En¬ 
strom  P/N  28-14008,  or  an  equivalent  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  FAA  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  Great  Lakes  Region. 
The  chamfer  on  the  new  washer  must  be  In¬ 
stalled  parallel  with  the  main  rotor  spline 
chamfer;  and, 

(c)  Install  main  rotor  hub  retention  nut, 
Enstrom  P/N  28-14004,  and  torque  nut  to  a 
value  <rf  400  ft.  lbs.  Re-safety  with  .040"  di¬ 
ameter  stainless  steel  safety  wire  in  three  (3) 
places  to  the  hub  adapter  plate  bolt  heeds. 

Enstrom  Service  Notes  0025  and  0025A  per¬ 
tain  to  this  same  subject. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
October  28,  1975. 

(Sec.  SlS(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Avlatkm  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421 
and  1423)  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Tram^rtatlon  Act  (49  US.C.  1656(c))) 

Issued  In  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki,  , 

Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-28208  Piled  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  75-aL-20;  Arndt.  39-2398] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DtREfTTIVES 
General  Electric  CFfr-6D  and  CF^Dl 
Cracks  have  been  foimd  in  the  hi^ 
pressure  turbine  thermal  shield  of  certain 
C:iF6-6D  and  CF6-8D1  engines  that  could 
be  the  cause  of  uncontained  failures  that 
could  result  in  injury  to  personnel  or 
damage  to  the  aircraft  Since  this  cfm- 
dlticm  is  likdy  to  exist  or  develop  in  other 


aigin^  of  the  same  type,  an  Airworthi¬ 
ness  Directive  is  being  issued  to  require 
periodic  Inspection  of  the  diields  for 
cracks  in  the  seal  teeth. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  reqiUres 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regutetion 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  Impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697 
and  14  CFR  11.89)  i  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulaticms  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

General  Electric.  Applies  to  Models  CF6- 
6D  and  CP6-6D1  Turbofan  Engines.  Com¬ 
pliance  required  as  Indicated. 

To  prevent  possible  disintegration  of  the 
high  pressure  turbine  thermal  shield  accom¬ 
plish  the  foUowlng: 

(a)  Within  the  next  400  operating  cycles 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  Airworthiness 
Directive,  unless  already  accomplished,  and 
every  400  cycles  thereafter,  boresctye  Inspect 
the  high  pressure  turbine  thermal  shield  on 
all  CF6-6D  and  CF6-6D1  engines  except  those 
noted  in  paragraph  (b)  below  in  accordance 
with  the  instructions  of  General  Electric 
Service  Bulletin  (CFe-6)  72-603  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1975  or  subsequent  FAA  Approved 
revision. 

(b)  Inspection  Is  not  required: 

(1)  On  engines  containing  thermal  shields 

replaced  or  modified  in  accordance  with  Gen¬ 
eral  Electric  Service  Bulletin  (CF6-6)  72-442, 
dated  October  8,  1973,  Revision  1  or  subse¬ 
quent  FAA  Approved  revision,  or  General 
Electric  Service  Bulletin  (CF6-6)  72-502 

dated  October  23,  1974  or  subsequent  FAA 
Approved  revision. 

(2)  On  engines  InconKu-ating  thermal 
shields.  General  Electric  part  number  9687 
M67Pp8,  assembly  number  9687M87012;  pcu't 
number  9687M67P09,  assembly  number  9887 
M87013;  part  number  9687M67P12,  assembly 
number  9687M67018;  or  part  number  9687 
M87P17.  assemblv  number  9687M67021. 

(c)  For  the  purposes  of  this  Airworthiness 
Directive,  the  definition  of  a  “cycle”  Is  the 
definition  appearing  in  the  General  Electric 
CF6-6  Shop  Manxial  GEK  9266,  Section  72- 
00-00,  Page  SOI  dated  August  1,  1976  or  sub¬ 
sequent  FAA  Approved  revision. 

The  manufacturer's  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
n.S.C.  552(a)(1).  All  persons  affected 
by  this  directive  who  have  not  already 
received  these  documents  frcxn  the  man¬ 
ufacturer  may  obtain  copies  upon  request 
to  General  Electric  Company,  Ctocizmatl, 
Ohio  45215.  These  documents  may  also 
be  examined  at  the  FAA  Great  Lakes 
Region,  2300  E.  Devon  Avenue,  Des 
Plaines.  Illinois  60018  and  at  FAA  head¬ 
quarters,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  A  historical  file 
on  this  AD  which  includes  the  incorpo¬ 
rated  material  in  full  is  maintained  by 
the  FAA  at  its  headquarters  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Great  Lakes 
Region. 

'Ihis  amendment  becomes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  28, 1975. 

(Secs.  313(r)  and  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  ot  1968  (49  UB.C.  1354(a), 


1421  and  1423)  and  of  see.  6(e.)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  T7.S.C.  1655 
<c)).) 

Note. — ^The  Inoorxxnratlon  by  reference 
provisions  In  this  doeumenit  was  iqsproTed 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register*  on 
June  19, 1967. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14, 1975. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 

Director. 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

IFR  Doc.75-28204  Filed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  76-OL-19:  Arndt.  39-2397] 

PART  39^IRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Grumman  American  AA-5B 

There  have  been  failures  of  the  carbu¬ 
retor  mixture  control  wire  on  Grumman 
American  AA-5B  airplanes  that  could 
result  in  engine  failure.  Since  this  (xmdi- 
tion  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other 
airplanes  of  the  same  tjpe  design,  an 
Airworthiness  Directive  is  being  Issued  to 
require  modification  of  the  carburetor 
mixture  control  system  on  Grumman 
American  AA-5B  airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  heremi  are  impractical  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  dajrs. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegate  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697 
and  14  CFR  11.89),  S  39.13  of  Part  39  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
Airworthiness  Directive: 

Grumman  American.  Applies  to  Grumman 
American  Model  AA-6B  airplanes,  aerial 
numbers  AA5B-0001  through  AA5B-0118. 
AA5B-0120,  AA5B-0121.  AA5B-0123  and 
AA5B-0124,  certificated  In  all  categories. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  20 
hours’  time  In  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  Airwcnrthlness  Directive,  unless  al¬ 
ready  accomplished. 

To  prevent  failure  of  the  carburetor  mix¬ 
ture  contrtff  wire,  replace  the  carburetor  mix¬ 
ture  control  wire  and  modify  the  carburetor 
mixture  control  Installation  in  accordance 
with  Grumman  American  Aviation  Corpora¬ 
tion  Service  BuUetln  No.  ISO  dated  September 
22,  1976  or  later  FAA  approved  revision  there 
to. 

Equivalent  modifications  may  be  approved 
by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Branch,  FAA  Great  Lakes  Region. 

Special  flight  permits  may  be  Issued  under 
the  provisions  of  Federal  Aviation  Regulation 
21.197(a)(1). 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
pi’ocedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  Incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1).  All  persons  affected  by 
this  directive  who  have  not  already  re¬ 
ceived  these  documents  from^ie  manu¬ 
facturer  may  obtain  copies  upon  request 
to  Grumman  American  Aviation  Corpo¬ 
ration,  318  Bishop  Road,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44143.  These  documents  may  also  be  ex¬ 
amined  at  the  FAA  Great  Lakes  Region, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines 
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Illinois  60018  and  at  FAA  Headquarters, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  A  historical  file  on  this  Air¬ 
worthiness  Directive  which  Includes  the 
incorporated  material  in  full  is  main¬ 
tained  by  the  FAA  at  its  headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the  Great 
Lakes  Region. 

This  atnendment  becqmes  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  24,  1975. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal  Avi¬ 
ation  Act  of  1958  (49  T7A.C.  1354(a)  1421  and 
1423)  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Pepartment  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  UA.C.  1666(c) ).) 

Nora:  The  incorporation  by  reference  pro¬ 
vision  in  this  dociunent  waa  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19, 
1967. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on 
October  10,  1975. 

John  M.  <?yrocki. 

Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

IFB  Doc.75-28206  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  15055:  Arndt.  39-2406] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Glasflugel  Standard  Libeile  and  201B;  Club 
Ubella  205;  H301  Ubelle.  H301B  Libeile 
Gliders 

There  have  been  reports  of  cracks  in 
the  welded  seam  of  the  elevator  assembly 
guide  on  the  elevator  actuator  bracket 
and  distortion  of  the  elevator  assembly 
guide  that  could  result  in  improper  as¬ 
sembly  of  tailplane  and  loss  of  elevator 
control  on  a  Glasflugel  Series  glider. 
Since  this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  in  other  gliders  of  the  same  type 
design,  an  airworthiness  directive  is 
being  issued  to  require  inspection  of  the 
elevator  actuator  bracket  and  its  re¬ 
placement  with  a  reinforced  elevator  ac¬ 
tuator  bracket  on  certain  Glasflugel  se¬ 
ries  gliders. 

Since  this  situation  requires  immediate 
ad(Hition  of  this  regulation,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  impractica¬ 
ble  and  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

(Secs.  313(s),  601,  and  603,  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U3.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  Sec.  6(c)  ot  the  Department 
of  Transpm^tlon  Act  (49  tT.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

In  ccMisideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviaticm 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 
Qlasfi.'D'gei..  Applies  to  the  following  gliders, 

certificated  in  aU  categories: 

1.  Standard  Ubelle  and  Standard  LlheUe 
201B: 

2.  Club  Libeile  205,  serial  numbers  107  and 
below:  and 

3.  H301^belle  and  H301B  Ubelle  serial 
n\unbers  2  and  subsequent  equipped  with 
an  elevator  actuator  bracket  having  welded 
assembly  guides. 

Conq>llance  Is  required  as  Indicated. 

To  detect  cracks  In  the  welded  seam  of  the 
elevator  assembly  guide  <hi  the  elevator  actu¬ 
ator  bracket  and  distortion  of  the  elevator 
assembly  guide  and  to  prevent  possible  loss 
of  elevator  control,  accomplish  the  following: 


la)  Within  the  next  10  hours’  time  In  serv¬ 
ice  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  unless 
already  accomplished,  visually  Inspect — 

(1)  The  elevator  assembly  guide  for  dis¬ 
tortion;  and 

(U)  The  welded  seam  of  the  elevator  as- 
senlbly  guide,  using  a  5  power  magnifier,  for 
cracks. 

(b)  If.  during  the  Inspection  required  by 
paragrtqjh  (a)  of  this  AD,  a  crack  or  dlstor- 
tkm  of  the  elevator  assembly  guide  Is  found, 
before  further  fiight,  comply  with  paragraph 
(d). 

(c)  If,  during  the  inspection  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD,  a  crack  or  distor¬ 
tion  of  the  elevator  assembly  guide  is  not 
foimd,  within  the  next  100  hours’  time  In 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
unless  already  accomplished,  comply  with 
paragraph  (d)- 

(d)  When  compliance  is  required  by  par¬ 
agraph  (b)  or  (c),  replace  the  elevator  actu¬ 
ator  bracket  with  a  serviceable  elevator 
actuator  bracket  reinforced  with  two  Sheet 
metal  strips  In  accordance  with  paragraph  4 
of  the  ’’Method”  section  of  Olasfiugel  Techni¬ 
cal  Note  No.  201-20,  205-6,  206-1,  301-30 
dated  July  '11,  1975,  or  an  FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
November  4,  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14.  1975. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-28206  FUed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  15054:  Arndt.  39-2405] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Morane  Saulnier  (Socata)  MS880B,  MS885, 
MS892A150,  MS893A,  MS894A  Air¬ 
planes 

Hiere  has  been  a  report  of  control 
stick  interference  with  the  floor  hat  sec¬ 
tion  on  a  Morane  Saulnier  (Socata)  MS 
series  airplane  that  could  result  in  inade¬ 
quate  stick  control.  Since  this  condition 
is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other  air¬ 
planes  of  the  same  type  design,  an  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  being  issued  to 
require  a  modiflcation  to  increase  the 
clearance  between  the  control  stick  and 
floor  hat  section  on  certain  Morane  Saul- 
nier  (Socata)  MS  series  airplanes. 

Since  this  situation  requii^  immediate 
adoption  of  this  regulation,  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  impractica¬ 
ble  and  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
amendment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

(Secs.  313 (s).  601,  and  603,  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1968  (49  UB.C.  1364(a),  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  TranspOTtatlon  Act  (49  UB.C.  1656(c)).) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulaticms  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

MoaAMX  Saulnier  (Socata)  Rallte.  Applies 
to  MC880B  and  MS885  airplanes,  certifi¬ 
cated  In  all  categories,  except  serial  num¬ 
bers  1962  and  subsequent:  and  MS  892A150. 
MS893A,  and  MS894A  airplanes,  certificat¬ 
ed  In  aU  categories,  except  serl€tl  niunbers 
11993  and  subsequent. 


Compliance  Is  required  within  the  next 
26  hours’  time  In  service  after  the,  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  possible  Interference  between 
the  control  stick  and  fioor  hat  section,  ac¬ 
complish  the  following: 

Modify  the  floor  adjacent  to  the  control 
stick  by  Increasing  the  clearance  between  the 
floor  and  control  stick  In  accordance  with 
the  “Description”  paragraph  In  Socata  Serv¬ 
ice  Bulletin  No.  104  aBr-27-09,  dated  Sep¬ 
tember,  1972,  or  an  FAA-iq>proved  equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
November  4,  1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  1975. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-28207  FUed  10-20-76:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-127] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS.  AREA  LOW  ROUTES.  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  Greer,  S.C.,  control 
zone. 

The  Greer  control  zone  is  described  in 
S  71.171  (40  FR  354) .  In  the  description, 
an  extension  is  predicated  on  the  ILS 
localizer  northeast  course.  This  exten¬ 
sion  is  no  longer  required,  and  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  delete  It  from  the  description. 
Since  this  amoidment  is  minor  in  na¬ 
ture,  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Janu¬ 
ary  29,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  8  71.171  (40  FR  354),  the  Greer, 
S.C.,  control  zone  is  amended  as  follows: 

“.  .  .  within  1  mile  each  side  of  OreenvlUe- 
£^artanburg  ttji  localizer  norUieast  course, 
extending  from  the  6-mUe  radius  zone  to 
6.5  mUes  northeast  of  the  airport;  ...”  Is 
deleted. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1998  (49  nB.C.  1348(a))  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Tramportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  October  9, 
1975. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-28212  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-131] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviatiim  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  Pine  Mountain,  Ga., 
transition  area. 

The  Pine  Moimtain  transition  area  is 
described  In  8  71.181  (40  FR  441) .  Jn  the 
descriptimi,  reference  is  made  to  the 
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Oardens-Harris  County  Airport.  The  offi¬ 
cial  name  of  the  airport  has  been 
changed,  and  it  is  necessary  to  amend 
the  description  to  r^ect  the  new  name. 
Since  this  amendment  is  editorial  in  na¬ 
ture.  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  Gjn.t..  Janu¬ 
ary  29,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

m  §71.181  (40  FR  441),  the  Pine 
Mountain,  Ga.,  transition  area  is  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows: 

“.  .  .  Gardens-Harrls  Ck)unty  Airport  .  .  .” 
is  deleted  and  “.  .  .  Callaway  Gardens-Harrls 
County  Airport  ...”  is  sidistituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1058  (49  UA.C.  1348(a))  and  of  sec.  6(c)  of 
the  D^artment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UB.C.  1666(c))) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  (^tober  8, 
1975. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  D0C.7&-28211  PUed  10-20-76;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-1301 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  Alexander  C!ity,  Ala., 
transitlfm  area. 

Tlie  Alexander  City  transition  area  is 
described  in  §  71.181  (40  FR  441) .  In  Ihe 
descTteiUon,  an  ^tension  is  predicated 
on  the  181*  bearing  fnnn  the  Alexander 
City  RBN.  Because  of  an  alteraticm  to 
the  NDB  A  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dure,  it  is  necessary  to  amend  the  de¬ 
scription.  Since  this  amoidment  is  minor 
In  nature,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
am^ded,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  January 
29,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  S  71.181  (40  FR  441) ,  the  Alexander 
City,  Ala.,  transition  area  is  amended  as 
follows: 

".  .  .  181*  bearing  ...”  is  deleted  and 
**.  .  .  171*  bearing  .  .  ."  is  substituted,  there¬ 
for. 

(Sec.  307(a)  gt  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  UB.C.  1348(a) )  and  of  sec.  6(0)  oC 
the  Depckitment  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UB.O.  1656(c))) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  October  8, 
1975. 

Phillip  M.  Swatkk, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc.75-28209  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  75-SO-132] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE.  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula- 
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Uons  is  to  alter  the  Athens,  Ga.,  control 
zone. 

The  Athens  control  zone  is  described 
in  §  71.171  (40  FR  354).  In  the  descrip¬ 
tion,  an  extmsion  is  predicated  on  the 
Athens  VORTAC  195*  radial.  Because  of 
an  alteration  to  the  VOR  RWY  2  in¬ 
strument  approach  procedure,  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  amend  the  description.  Since 
this  amendment  is  minor  in  nature,  no¬ 
tice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are  un¬ 
necessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Janu¬ 
ary  29,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  fmrth. 

In  §71.171  (40  FR  354),  the  Athens, 
Ga.,  control  zone  area  is  amended  as 
follows: 

".  .  .  192*  .  .  .”  is  deleted  and  ".  .  .  195* 
...”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  UB.C.  1348(a))  and  of  sec.  6(o)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1656(c))) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  October  9, 
1975. 

Phillip  M.  Sivatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-28210  Filed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  13569:  Arndt.  No.  121-124] 

PART  121— CERTIFICATION  AND  OPERA¬ 
TIONS:  DOMESTIC,  FLAG,  AND  SUPPLE¬ 
MENTAL  AIR  CARRIERS  AND  COMMER¬ 
CIAL  OPERATORS  OF  LARGE  AIRCRAFT 

Stowage  of  Containers  for  Transport  of 
Animals  Aboard  Aircraft 

•  The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
ftrt  121  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  rescind  §  121.288,  ‘*Cai11age  of 
live  animals  in  containers  in  cargo  com¬ 
partments."  • 

On  August  9,  1974,  the  FAA  Issued 
Amendment  121-111,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  18,  1974,  to  Part  121  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (published  In  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  19,  1974; 
39  FR  29917)  to  require  that  cargo  con¬ 
tainers  housing  live  animals  for  carriage 
by  air  in  the  cargo  compartments  of  air¬ 
craft  be  secured  in  the  cargo  compart¬ 
ment  in  such  a  fashion  as  to  prevent 
shifting  and  be  protected  from  the  haz¬ 
ards  of  shifting  of  other  cargo,  and  to  as¬ 
sure  that  ventilation  areas  of  the  con¬ 
tainer  are  not  obstructed.  That  amend¬ 
ment  was  based  on  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (Notice  74-10)  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  11, 1974 
(39  FR  9456). 

In  response  to  petitions  received  from 
the  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America  and  Southern  Airways,  Inc.,  and 
members  of  the  medical  profession  en¬ 
gaged  in  research  using  live  animals,  the 
FAA  issued  Amendment  No.  121-112  (39 
FR  36576;  October  11,  1974),  and  ex¬ 
tended  the  date  for  compliance  with 
i  121.288  to  February  l8,  1975,  to  allow 
certificate  h(fiders  additional  time  for 
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obtaining  and  installing  necessary  equip¬ 
ment. 

Shortly  before  the  new  compliance 
date,  the  FAA  received  hundreds  of  let¬ 
ters  and  mailgrams  fmn  pet  and  ani¬ 
mal  dealers,  medical  scho<d5,  research 
laboratories,  and  others,  stating  that 
they  feared  Part  121  certificate  holders 
would  embargo  the  shiixnent  of  live  ani¬ 
mals  if  the  rule  was  not  rescinded  or  the 
compliance  date  extended.  They  susserted 
that  the  threatened  embargo'  would 
cause  them  serious  financial  injury,  if 
not  put  them-  out  of  business.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  there  were  numerous  expressions  of 
concern  that  the  rule  would  limit  avail¬ 
able  capacity  for  shipping  live  animals 
by  air,  thus  creating  a  severe  hardship 
on  the .  pet  Industries.  Based  on  these 
petitions,  the  FAA  issued  Amendment  No. 
121-116  (40  FR  7436;  February  20, 
1975),  extending  the  effective  date  to 
October  18, 1975. 

On  February  3,  1975,  Pet  Industries 
Joint  Advisory  Council  and  others  peti¬ 
tioned  the  FAA  to  either  rescind  §  121.- 
288  or  initiate  new  rulemaking  proceed¬ 
ings  on  the  transportation  of  animals  by 
air  (FAA  Regulatory  Docket  No.  14304) . 
On  May  1,  1975,  the  Air  Transport  As¬ 
sociation  of  Arnica  petitioned  the  FAA 
to  make  certain  revisions  in  §  121.288 
(FAA  Regulatory  Docket  No.  14622) . 

A  large  volume  of  correspcmdence  re¬ 
ceived  the  FAA  has  contained 

numerous  expressions  of  concern  that, 
following  the  October  18,  1975,  effective 
date  of  §  121.288,  available  space  for  the 
shipment  of  live  animals  will  be  severely 
curtailed.  Some  Part  121  certificate 
holders  have  ma^le  it  known  to  the  pet 
industry,  medical  schools,  laboratories, 
and  others  that  they  expect  to  have  less 
space  available  for  the  shipment  of  live 
animals  following  modification  of  their 
aircraft  cargo  compartments.  Others 
have  indicated  they  will  be  required  to 
initiate  proceedings  to  embargo  the  ship- 
moit  of  animals  on  their  aircraft  be¬ 
cause  they  are  unable  to  provide  the  ap¬ 
propriate  tie-down  equipmoit  in  some 
aircraft  types.  Many  who  wrote  the  FAA 
expressed  their  concern  for  the  humane 
treatment  of  animals,  but  stressed  that 
any  curtailment  in  the  shipment  of  live 
animals  would  eithqr  force  them  into  a 
drastic  cutback  in  personnel  or  force 
them  out  of  business  completely. 

Certificate  holders  have  indicated  that 
to  achieve  compliance  with  the  riue  they 
would  have  to  designate  specific  areas  in 
each  cargo  compartment  for  the  carriage 
of  live  animaLs  and  that  each  container 
would  have  to  be  individually  secured  to 
the  cargo  compartment.  This  would  pre¬ 
vent  the  certificate  holders  from  trans¬ 
porting  the  volume  of  live  animals  pres¬ 
ently  being  carried.  It  would  also  reduce 
the  total  available  cargo  space.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  because  of  the  small  cargo  areas  of 
certain  airplanes,  some  certificate  hold¬ 
ers  would  not  be  able  to  transport  any 
live  animals  in  those  airplanes. 

Certificate  holders  and  Uie  pet  indus¬ 
try,  in  voicing  their  disapproval  of  §  121. 
288,  have  takw  a  position  that  the 
present  rule  wUl  not  Improve  what  they 
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consider  to  be  an  already  excellent  rec¬ 
ord  of  safety  in  the  transportation  of  live 
animals  and  because  of  the  adverse  effect 
on  the  air  carrier’s  cactacity  to  carry  live 
animals  will  result  in  a  di^ervice  to  the 
traveling  public,  shippers  of  live  animals, 
and  medical  research  professions.  They 
contend  that  the  language  of  the  rule  is 
vague  and  ambiguous  and  is  subject  to 
various  interpretations.  They  assert  that 
compliance  with  the  existing  rule  will  re¬ 
sult  in  higher  costs  to  private  pet  owners, 
commercial  shippers,  medical  schools 
and  laboratories,  and  others,  and  that 
this  is  due  in  part  to  the  r^uction  in 
available  space  for  shipping  live  animals 
which  will  result  in  more  trips  to  the  air- 
Ijort  to  pick  up  parts  of  a  shipment  of 
animals  that  formerly  could  be  shipped 
as  one  unit.  They  also  indicate  that  it  Is 
probable  that  each  certificate  holder  will 
have  to  inaugurate  a  live  animal  reser¬ 
vation  system  to  assure  adequate  space 
available  on  originating  and  coimecting 
flights.  These  higher  shipping  costs  would 
be  transferred  to  the  owner  or  shipper. 

On  September  9, 1975,  the  FAA  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Oepcuiment  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  presented  prepared  testimony  before 
the  Subcmnmlttee  on  Uvestock  and 
Grains  of  the  House  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture.  The  FAA  stated  that  It  was  re¬ 
viewing  §121.288,  grulded  by  the  Admin¬ 
istration’s  intention  to  seek  to  acc(xn- 
pUsh  regulatory  reform,  particularly 
with  respect  to  extra  burdois  Imposed  by 
regulations.  It  was  also  stated  tiiat  the 
FAA  carefully  considered  the  Informa¬ 
tion  submitted  to  the  agency  b^ore  the 
effective  date  of  the  rule  was  extended, 
and  tiiat  the  effect  of  the  aircraft  modi¬ 
fications  needed  has  generated  more 
complex  Issues  than  those  the  FAA  an¬ 
ticipated,  particularly  with  respect  to 
stowage  and  cargo  compartment  environ¬ 
ment. 

Moreover,  the  FAA  stated: 


The  FAA  lacks  the  expertise  to  develop 
standards  for  Uie  temperature  levels  and  air 
supply  needed  for  different  kinds  of  animals 
which  may  be  carried  aboard  an  aircraft.  We 
also  are  not  experts  concerning  the  con- 
tfdners  in  which  they  are  transported.  We 
are  concerned  with  the  economic  impMtct  of 
these  rules  on  the  pet  industry,  the  pet 
owner  and  the  airlines.  We  are  not  in  a 
position  to  make  zoological  or  veterinary 
Judgments.  We  are  in  the  business  of  safety 
of  flight  and  should  continue  to  concentrate 
our  resovirces  in  that  direction.  •  •  •  in 
many  event,  we  believe  that  regardless  of  any 
present  division  of  authority  it  would  not  be 
appropriate  for  the  FAA  to  undertake  any 
comprehensive  program  for  implementing  or 
enforcing  standards  for  the  humane  treat¬ 
ment  of  animals  in  air  transportation. 

The  FAA  is  concerned  that  industries 
whose  livelihood  depends  on  the  fast,  re¬ 
liable  air  shipment  of  live  animals  would 
be  adversely  affected.  Apparently,  the 
rule  also  would  hamper  medical  research 
efforts  and  increctse  the  animal  owners’ 
and  shippers’  costs  substantially.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  it  should  be  noted  that  certificate 
holders  would  face  increased  costs  due  to 
the  installation  and  maintenance  of 
special  tie-down  equipment  and  the  need 
for  an  animal  reservation  system.  Loss  of 
revenue  could  also  result  because  of  re¬ 
duced  capacity  (both  in  anlmsj  and  gen¬ 
eral  cargo  shliunents).  Finally,  there 
would  be  a  higher  risk  of  Inhumane 
treatment  of  animals  in  transit  due  to  a 
reduction  in  available  space  that  would 
cause  delays  In  shlixnent  at  the  originat¬ 
ing  station  and  at  enroute  stops. 

Since  compliance  with  §  121.288,  as 
adopted,  will  create  practical  problans 
resulting  in  a  serious  curtailment  in  the 
shipment  of  animals  and  the  Imposition 
of  an  undue  economic  burden  on  Part 
121  certificate  headers  and  shippers  of 
animals,  the  FAA  has  determined  that 
allowlxig  §  121.288  to  become  effective 
would  not  be  appropriate  or  in  the  public 
Interest.  Ihe  FAA  must  consider  further 


whether  amendments  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations,  if  any,  should  be 
adc^ted  with  respect  to  the  carriage  of 
live  animals.  Rather  than  extend  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  §  121.288  again  while  this 
matter  is  under  consideration,  it  appears 
that  the  most  appropriate  course  of  ac¬ 
tion  is  to  rescind  §  121.288.  Previous  ex¬ 
tensions  have  only  served  to  confuse- the 
issues  and  create  additional  concern.  Im¬ 
mediate  rescission  of  the  rule  will  also 
eliminate  any  further  xmcertainty  as  to 
whether  the  projected  needs  of  the  pet 
industry,  medical  research  and  others 
can  be  met  by  §  121.288. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  find  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  on  this  re¬ 
scission  would  be  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  and  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days.  However, 
the  FAA  is  soliciting  further  public  c(an- 
ment.  Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  in  duplicate  by  Novem¬ 
ber  18,  1975,  addressed  to  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Office  of  the  CHiief 
Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  "Wtehington, 
D.C.  20591. 

§  121.288  [Revoked] 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  ef¬ 
fective  October  17, 1975,  §  121.288  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  adopted  by 
Amendment  121-111  publ^ed  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  19,  1974 
(39  FR  29917)  is  hereby  rescinded. 

(Sec.  813(a),  001(a),  and  604  of  the  Federal 
Avtatioii  Aot  ot  1068;  40  UA.C.  1364(a),  1401 
(a),  azul  1404.  See.  6(e)  ot  the  Department 
of  Transpixtattoii  Act;  40  UJ3.C.  1656(e).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  17, 1975. 

Jakes  K  Dow, 

^  Acting  AdminUtrator. 

[FB  Doc.75-a8409  FUed  10-17-76;  6: 13  pm] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGiSTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  Tha  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  finai  TUies. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7CFRPart989] 

RAISINS  PRODUCED  FROM  GRAPES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Proposed  Preliminary  ^ree'and  Reserve 

Percentages  for  1975-76  Crop  Year 

Notice  is  given  of  a  proposal  to  desig- 
liate  for  natural  Thompson  Seedless  and 
Dipped  Seedless  raisins  for  the  1975-76 
crop  year,  beginning  September  1,  1975, 
preliminary  free  tonnage  percentages  of 
52  percent  and  53  percent,  respectively, 
and  preliminary  reserve  tonnage  per¬ 
centages  of  48  percent  and  47  percent, 
respectively.  These  designations  would  be 
under  §  989.55  of  the  marketing  agree- 
m^t,  as  amended,  and  Order  No.  989,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  989) ,  regulating 
the  handling  of  raisins  produced  from 
grapes  grown  in  California.  The  proposal 
would  also  revise  §  989.224  (40  FR  46299) 
to  delete  the  designation  of  a  desirable 
free  tonnage  for  the  1975-76  cr<^  year 
of  2,850  tons  of  Zante  Currant  raisins 
contained  in  that  section.  The  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  collectively  as  the  “or¬ 
der”,  are  effective  under  the  Agricultmal 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  TPhis  pro¬ 
posal  with  respect  to  designation  of 
free  and  reserve  tonnage  pweentages 
was  unanimously  recommended  under 
§  989.54(b)  by  the  Raisin  Administrative 
Committee  established  imder  the  order. 

Production  of  natural  Thompson  Seed¬ 
less  and  Dipped  Seedless  raisins  for  the 
1975-76  crop  year  has  been  estimated  to 
be  240,000  tons  and  9,000  tons,  respec¬ 
tively,  by  the  Committee.  The  Committee 
determined  that  a  field  price  for  natural 
Thompson  Seedless  and  Dipped  Seedless 
raisins  is  firmly  established.  Under 
§  989.54(b)  of  the  order,  the  Committee 
is  required  to  recommend  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  a  preliminary  free  tonnage  percent¬ 
age  which  when  applied  to  the  estimated 
production  of  a  varietal  type  would  re¬ 
lease  85  percent  of  the  desirable  free  ton¬ 
nage  for  that  varietal  type.  A  desirable 
free  tonnage  for  natural  Thompson  Seed¬ 
less  and  Dipped  Seedless  raisins  of  148,- 
000  tons  and  5,620  tons,  respectively,  was 
designated  by  the  Secretary  on  Octo^r  7, 
1975  (40  FR  46299) . 

Eighty-five  percent  of  the  desirable 
free  tonnage  for  natural  Thompson 
Seedless  raisins  would  be  125,80.0  tons. 
Dividing  125,800  tons  by  the  estimated 
production  (240,000  tons)  and  rounding 
to  the  nearest  full  percent  results  in  a 
preliminary  free  percentage  of  52  per¬ 


cent.  Eighty-five  percent  of  the  desirable 
free  tonnage  for  Dipped  Seedless  raisins 
would  be  4,777  tons.  Dividing  4,777  tons 
by  the  estimated  production  (9,000  tons) 
and  rounding  to  the  nearest  full  percent 
resvilts  in  a  preliminary  free  percentage 
of  53  percent. 

Section  989.54(b)  also  provides  that 
any  difference  between  the  preliminary 
or  final  free  tonnage  percentage  and  100 
percent  shall  be  the  reserve  percentage. 
Thus,  the  preliminary  reserve  percent¬ 
ages  for  natural  Thompson  Seedless  and 
Dipped  Seedless  raisins  would  be  48  per¬ 
cent  and  47  percent,  respectively. 

A  desirable  free  tonnage,  for  the  1975- 
76  crop  year,  of  2,850  tons  for  Zante  Cur¬ 
rant  raisins  was  designated  on  October  7, 
1975  (40  FR  46299),  and  is  contained  in 
§  989.224.  Hie  Committee’s  October  3, 
1975,  estimate  of  production  of  these  rai¬ 
sins  for  the  1975-76  crop  year  was  2,850 
tons.  Thus,  no  volume  regulation  is 
needed  for  this  varietal  type  of  raisin 
and  all  of  the  1975-76  production  of 
Zante  Currant  raisins  should  be  free  ton¬ 
nage.  Therefore,  the  Committee  recom¬ 
mended  that  §  989.224  be  revised  to  de¬ 
lete  the  desirable  free  tonnage  designated 
for  these  raisins  in  that  section. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposal  which  are  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  Room  112,  Adminis¬ 
tration  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
not  later  than  October  31, 1975.  All  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  made  regarding  this  no¬ 
tice  should  be  in  quadruplicate  and  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  hours  of  business  (7  cmi  1.27 
(b)). 

The  proposal  is  as  follows: 

1.  Section  989.224  is  revised  to  read; 

§  989.224  Desirable  free  tonnage. 

The  desirable  free  tonnage  designated 
for  natural  Thompson  Seedless  and 
Dipped  Seedless  raisins  for  the  1975-76 
crop  year  are  148,000  tons  and  5,620  tons, 
respectively. 

2.  A  new  §  989.231  is  added  reading  as 
follows: 

§  989.231  Free  and  reserve  pereenlages 
for  the  1975—76  erep  year. 

The  preliminary  percentages  of  stand¬ 
ard  natural  Thompson  Seedless  and 
Dipped  Seedless  raisins  acquired  by  han¬ 
dlers  during  the  crop  year  beginning 
S^tember  1,  1975,  which  shall  be  free 
toimage  and  reserve  tonnage,  respec¬ 
tively,  are  designated  as  follows: 


Fret 

pero«atag« 

Reawe 

pereenttfe 

Natural  Tbompaou  Seed¬ 
less . . . 

62 

48 

Dipped  Seedless . 

5S 

47 

Note. — It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  Inflationary  Impacts  of  this  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  have  been  carefully  evalu¬ 
ated  in  accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated;  October  14, 1975. 

CHARLES  R.  Eraser, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

IFR  Doc.7fi-28a77  PUed  10-20-76; 8; 46  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFR  Part  330] 

(Docket  No.  76N-0030] 
OVER-THE-COUNTER  DRUGS 
Testing  of  Category  III  Active  Ingredients 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  proposing  to  amend  §  330.10  (21  CFR 
330.10),  the  procedural  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  the  over-the-counter  (OTC)  drug 
review  projject,  to  establish  the  condi¬ 
tions  under'which  an  OTC  drug  classified 
in  category  in  (insufficient  data  to  per¬ 
mit  final  classification  at  this  time)  may 
continue  to  be  marketed  pending  de¬ 
velopment  of  data  to  support  approval  of 
the  ingredient,  labeling,  or  other  condi¬ 
tion  as  safe,  effective,  and  not  mis¬ 
branded,  through  amendment  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  OTC  drug  monograph  or  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  new  drug  application  (NDA  > . 
Comments  on  this  proposal  will  be  ac¬ 
cepted  until  December  22, 1975. 

The  Commissioner  proposed  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  5,  1972  •  37 
PR  85)  and  promulgated  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  11,  1972  (37  FR  9464), 
procedures  governing  the  review  and 
classification  of  OTC  drug  products. 
These  procedures  provide  for  initial  clas¬ 
sification  of  the  ingredients,  labeling 
claims,  and  other  conditions  reviewed  as 
generally  recognized  as  safe  and  effective 
and  not  misbranded  (category  I),  not 
gmerally  recognized  as  safe  and  effective 
or  misbranded  (category  ID ,  and  insuf¬ 
ficient  data  to  permit  final  classification 
at  this  time  (category  HI) . 

The  C<Hnmissioner  has  provided  in 
§  330.10(a)(6)  that  a  reasonaUe  period 
of  time  will  be  ^;)ecified  within  which 
•category  HE  conditions  may  be  con¬ 
tinued  in  marketed  products  while  the 
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data  necessary  to  support  their  use  are 
being  obtained  for  submission  to  and 
evaluation  by  the  Pood  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration.  Section  330.10(a)  (12)  ^en 
provides  that  the  Commissioner  may  pro¬ 
pose  to  amend  or  repeal  a  monograph 
on  his  own  initiative  or  on  the  petition 
of  any  interested  person,  and  that  an 
NDA  may  be  submitted  in  lieu  of,  or 
in  addition'  to,  a  petition  to  amend  a 
monograph. 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
has  received  numerous  requests  for  clar¬ 
ification  of  the  conditions  under  which 
drug  products  with  category  in  condt- 
tions  may  continue  to  be  promoted  and 
marketed  pending  further  testing,  and 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Pood 
and  Drug  Administration  will  require 
that  the  monograph  be  amended  rather 
than  permitting  approval  of  a  category 
III  condition  through  submission  of  an 
NDA.  These  issues  were  thoroughly  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commissioner  in  promul¬ 
gating  the  final  monograph  on  OTC  ant¬ 
acid  drug  products  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  June  4,  1974  (39  PR  19862) .  The 
Commissioner  concludes  that  the  deci¬ 
sions  made  at  that  tiipe  have  broad  ap¬ 
plicability  to  all  OTC  drug  products  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  review.  Accordingly,  the 
Commissioner  has  concluded  that  these 
matters  should  be  resolved  by  this  pro- 
ix>sed  amendment  of  §  330.10(a)  (12) . 

Regarding  the  question  of  continued 
marketing  of  a  drug  product  with  a  cat- 
,  egory  in  condition  pending  further  test¬ 
ing,  the  Commissioner  advises  that  the 
provisions  of  §  330.10(a)  (6)  currently 
state  that  such  marketing  is  lawful  only 
if  testing  to  obtain  the  data  necessary  to 
support  the  questioned  condition  is  in 
fact  conducted  for  the  specific  product 
involved.  The  Commissioner  proposes  to 
specify  in  the  regulations  that  because 
one  manufacturer  is  conducting  such 
testing  does  not  mean  that  other  manu¬ 
facturers  may  continue  to  market  tlieir 
product  without  such  testing.  However,  a 
trade  association  or  other  group  could 
conduct  appropriate  testing  on  b^alf  of 
a  number  of  manufacturers  and  thereby 
satisfy  the  requirement  that  testing  has 
been  conducted  on  their  behalf.  Similar¬ 
ly,  a  chemical  manufacturer  may  con¬ 
duct  testing  of  a  category  m  ingredient 
on  behalf  of  all  his  customers.  Therefore, 
a  manufacturer  or  distributor  may  mar¬ 
ket  an  OTC  drug  with  a  category  in  con¬ 
dition  only  if  he  is  conducting  the  testing 
himself  or  is  supporting  such  testing,  or 
such  testing  is  otherwise  conducted  on 
his  behalf. 

The  Commissioner  further  proposes 
that  such  testing  must  be  initiated  prior 
to  the  date  on  which  drug  products  with 
category  n  conditions  can  no  longer  be 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce.  The  fail¬ 
ure  to  Initiate  testing  by  that  time  would 
subject  a  category  m  condition  to  the 
same  regulatory  sanctions  as  a  category 
n  condltkm. 

'ftie  submisslcm  of  test  protocols  or  pe¬ 
riodic  reports  or  other  information  with 
respect  to  such  testing  is  optional,  not 
mandatory.  However,  the  Commissioner 
may  require  some  proof  that  such  test¬ 


ing  has  been  undertaken  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  regulations. 
Any  manufacturer  who  wishes  to  suteiit 
Information  on  such  testing  may  do  so  by 
sending  it  to  the  Assistant  Director  for 
Implementation,  Division  of  OTC  Drug 
Evaluation,  HFD-510,  Pood  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  16-85,  Parklawn 
Bldg.,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20852. 

Section  330.10(a)  (12)  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  provides  that  approval  of  a  cate¬ 
gory  ni  condition  may  be  obtained  either 
by  amendment  of  the  applicable  mono¬ 
graph  or  by  an  NDA.  There  have  been 
many  questions  about  whether  an  NDA 
may  be  submitted  if  a  category  III  con¬ 
dition  is  continued  in  use  during  the  test¬ 
ing  period  permitted  by  the  final  regula¬ 
tion.  The  Commissioner  recognizes  that 
the  intended  application  of  this  provi¬ 
sion  is  unclear,  and  proposes  to  clarify 
it  herein. 

As  proposed,  a  petition  to  amend  the 
monograph  would  have  to  be  submitted 
prior  to  60  days  before  the  end  of  the 
time  period  for  testing  of  category  ni 
conditions,  which  is  specified  in  the  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  the  final  monograph.  If  a 
petition  is  received  within  this  time  pe¬ 
riod,  marketing  on  an  interim  basis  may 
continue  thereaf  ter,  unless  and  until  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  denies  the 
petition. 

The  Commissioner  proposes  that  a 
manufacturer  may  submit  an  NDA,  ra¬ 
ther  than  a  petition  to  amend  the  mono¬ 
graph,  only  if  the  drug  product  with  the 
condition  involved  has  not  been  market¬ 
ed  on  an  interim  basis  while  the  support¬ 
ing  data  have  been  gathered.  If  the  prod¬ 
uct  witli  that  condition,  e.g.,  an  ingre¬ 
dient  or  claim  placed  in  category  m,  has 
been  marketed  during  the  interim  period, 
it  could  only  have  been  so  marketed  law¬ 
fully  on  the  basis  of  a  conclusion  by  the 
manufacturer  that  the  product  is  not  a 
new  drug  by  reason  of  that  condition, 
and  accordingly,  the  proper  procedure 
for  permanent  approved  of  the  condition 
would  be  through  an  old  drug  monograph 
rather  than  through  an  NDA.  Only  if  the 
product  with  that  condition  is  not  mar¬ 
keted  during  that  interim  period,  and 
thus  if  any  clinical  testing  has  been  con¬ 
ducted  pursuant  to  an  IND  plan,  may 
the  manufacturer  properly  obtain  ap¬ 
proved  for  the  condition  involved  through 
an  NDA. 

The  Commissioner  notes  that  there  is 
no  provision  in  section  505  of  the  act  for 
marketing  a  new  drug  prior  t6  approval 
of  an  NDA.  Marketing  of  a  new  drug 
prior  to  such  approval  constitutes  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  act.  Thus,  any  manufactur¬ 
er  who  desires  to  request  approval  of  a 
category  m  condition  through  an  NDA 
must  conduct  all  clinical  testing  pur¬ 
suant  to  an  IND  plan  and  may  not  mar¬ 
ket  a  product  wito  that  condition  on  an 
interim  basis  prior  to  approval  of  the 
NDA. 

If  an  NDA  is  submitted  to  request  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  category  m  conditicm  and 
the  Commissioner  concludes  that  an 
NDA  is  Inappropriate  because  the  appli¬ 
cant  has  marketed  a  product  with  that 


condition  during  the  interim  testing 
period,  the  Commissioner  proposes  that 
the  NDA  be  handled  as  a  petition  to 
amend  the  monograph.  However,  the 
Commissioner  may  not  otherwise  utilize 
safety  and  effectiveness  data  and  infor¬ 
mation  contained  in  an  NDA,  which  have 
not  previously  been  disclosed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  to  determine  that  the  condition  in¬ 
volved  ^is  generally  recognized  as  safe 
and  effective  and  thus  that  the  mono¬ 
graph  should  be  amended.  Of  course,  if 
one  manufacturer  chooses  to  obtain 
amendment  of  the  monograph  and  an¬ 
other  chooses  to  obtain  approval  of  an 
NDA  for  the  same  category  IH  condition, 
once  the  monograph  is  amended  to  in¬ 
clude  the  condition  involved,  the  NDA 
will  no  longer  be  operative  and,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  agency’s  public  in¬ 
formation  regulations,  the  safety  and  ef¬ 
fectiveness  data  contained  in  that  NDA 
will  be  available  for  public  disclosure. 

The  Commissioner  is  of  tiie  opinion 
that  these  provisions  are  reasonable  and 
fully  reflect  the  requirements  of  the  law. 
By  requiring  that  a  petition  to  amend  a 
monograph  be  submitted  prior  to  60  days 
before  the  end  of  the  testing  period  spec¬ 
ified  for  a  category  III  condition,  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  will  have 
a  reasonable  opportunity  to  determine 
whether  the  petition  contains  adequate 
supporting  data  and  information  before 
that  time  period  expires.  Manufacturers 
need  not  be  concerned  about  possible  dif¬ 
ficulties  in  the  time  taken  to  process  a 
petition  for  amendment  of  a  monograph 
since  it  is  only  necessary  that  such  peti¬ 
tion,  containing  all  data  and  informa¬ 
tion  obtained  for  the  testing,  be  filed 
prior  to  60  days  before  the  cut-off  date 
set  for  category  in  testing,  not  that  it  be 
approved  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  by  that  final. cut-off  date.  If 
further  time  is  necessary  for  processing 
the  petition,  which  will  be  the  case 
where  a  proposal  to  amend  the  mono¬ 
graph  is  published  for  comment,  market¬ 
ing  may  continue  until  the  matter  is 
resolved.  If  the  i>etition  is  denied,  mar¬ 
keting  must  cease. 

It  is  possible  that  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  will  conclude  that  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  amend  a  monograph  establishes 
safety  and  effectiveness  but  not  general 
recognition  of  safety  and  effectiveness, 
and  thus  that  an  NDA  for  the  product  is 
approvable  even  though  the  monograph 
cannot  prc«>erly  be  amended.  The  Com¬ 
missioner  proposes  that,  imder  these  cir- 
cxunstances,  the  petition  for  amendment 
of  the  monograph  be  treated  by  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  as  an  ND.\, 
and  thus  that  approval  of  an  NDA  can 
be  granted  wdthout  first  requiring  dis¬ 
approval  of  the  petition  and  cessation 
of  marketing. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201,  502, 
505,  701(a),  52  Stat.  1040-1042  as 
amended,  1050-1053  as  amended,  1055 
(U.S.C.  321,  352,  355,  371(a) ) )  and  under 
the  authority  delegated  to  him  (21  CFR 
2.120) ,  the  Commissioner  proposes  to  re¬ 
vise  §  330.10(a)  (12)  to  read  as  follows: 
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§  330.10  Procedures  for  classifying 
OTC  drugs  as  generally  recognised  as 
safe  and  effective  and  as  not  mis¬ 
branded,  and  for  establishing  mono¬ 
graphs. 


(a)  *  *  * 

<12)  Amendment  of  monographs.  (1) 
The  Commissioner  may  amend  or  re¬ 
voke  any  monograph  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section  on  his  own  initia¬ 
tive  or  on  the  petition  of  any  interested 
person,  piusuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Part  2  of  this  chapter. 

(ii)  Any  person  who  wishes  to  continue 
marketing  a  product  with  a  condition 
subject  to  paragraph  (a)  (6)  (iii)  (cate¬ 
gory  m)  of  this  section  shall  undertake, 
or  have  undertake  on  his  behalf,  test¬ 
ing  adequate  and  appropriate  to  obtain 
the  data  necessary  to  resolve  the  issiies 
which  resulted  in  such  classification. 
Such  testing  shall  be  initiated  prior  to 
the  date  after  which  a  product  with  a 
condition  subject  to  paragraph  (a)(6) 
(ii)  (category  ID  of  this  section  may  no 
Icmger  be  shipped  in  interstate  commerce. 
The  failure  to  initiate  such  testing  within 
such  time  period  shall  result  in  imposi¬ 
tion  of  the  sanctions  ai^Dlicable  under 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section.  Upon  re¬ 
quest.  the  manufacturer  shall  furnish  to 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administraticm  ade¬ 
quate  proof  that  such  testing  has  been 
initiate  within  the  time  period  specified. 

(Ui)  A  new  drug  application  may  be 
submitted  in  lieu  a  petition  to  amend 
the  monograi^  only  if  the  drug  product 
with  the  condition  which  is  the  sid>Ject 
of  the  NDA  has  not  been  marketed  on  an 
interim  basis  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  paragrai^  (a)  (6)  (iii)  (cat^ory  m) 
of  this  section,  all  clinical  testing  has 
been  conducted  piu^uant  to  an  IND  plan, 
and  no  marketing  is  undertaken  prior  to 
approval  of  the  NDA.  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  shall  handle  an  NDA  as  a 
petition  for  amendment  of  a  monograph, 
and  shall  review  it  on  that  basis,  if  the 
provisions  of  this  paragraph  preclude 
approval  of  an  NDA  but  permit  the 
granting  of  such  a  petition. 

(iv)  A  petition  to  amend  the  applicable 
monograph  shall  be  submitted  prior  to 
60  days  before  the  expiration  date  for  a 
condition  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  (a)  (6)  (iii)  (category  m)  of 
this  section  in  order  to  Justify  continued 
marketing  of  a  product  with  a  condition 
subject  to  that  paragraph.  Marketing 
may  thereafter  be  continued  unless  and 
until  the  petition  is  disapproved.  The 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  shall 
handle  a  petition  for  amendment  of  a 
monograph  as  a  new  drug  applicaticm, 
and  shall  review  it  on  that  basis,  if  the 
provisions  of  this  p>aragraph  preclude 
granting  such  a  petition  but  permit  ap¬ 
proval  of  a  new  drug  ai>plication.  How¬ 
ever,  until  the  Agency  determines 
whether  or  not  an  approved  NDA  can 
issue,  the  data  submitted  will  be  c<«- 
sider^  as  a  petition  tor  amendment  of 
a  monograph  and  marketing  may  be 
continued. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  btfore 
December  23,  1375  sulunlt  to  the  Hear¬ 


ing  cnerk.  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Rm.  4-66,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
MD  20t52,  writtoi  cmnmoits  (preferably 
in  qulntuplicate  and  identified  with  the 
Hemrlng  Clerk  docket  number  found  in 
brackets  in  the  heading  of  this  docu¬ 
ment)  regarding  this  proposaL  Received 
ccmunents  may  be  seen  in  the  above  office 
d\ulng  working  hours,  Monday  through 
Friday. 

Dated:  October  10, 1975. 

A.  M.  ScHMnoT, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.75-28226  FUed  10-20-75;8:4S  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
Federal  Insurance  Administration 
[  24  CFR  Part  1917] 

[Docket  No.  FI-733] 

CITY  OF  KINGnSHER,  OKLAHOMA 
Proposed  Flood  Elevation  Determinations 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Section  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234).  87  Stat.  980.  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xm  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  Pub.  L.  90-448).  42  U.S.G.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1917  ({  1917.4 


(a) ) ,  hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed 
determinations  of  flood  devations  for 
the  City  of  KingfMier. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  wh(»n  the  Secretary  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  devdop  crite¬ 
ria  for  flood  plain  management  in  identi¬ 
fied  flood  bazard  ureas.  In  order  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  National  Flood  Insmrance 
Program,  the  City  m\ist  adopt  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  are  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  flood  elevations  determined 
by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  lo¬ 
cations.  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed  flood 
elevations  are  available  for  review  at 
City  Han.  119  W.  Miles  Street,  King¬ 
fisher,  Oklahoma  73750. 

Any  person  having  knowledge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
on  these  deiNminations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mr.  Vemle  Snow,  City  Su¬ 
perintendent.  The  period  for  commoit 
will  be  ninety  days  foUowlng  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
cmnmunity  or  ninety  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  vrtikhever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


Soarc*  ot  floodtnf 


Location 


ElOTsUon 
In  iMt 
abovomMim 
80  level 


WidUi  from  ahceelliie  er  bank 
<tf  stream  (Mnc  Sownstreain) 
.  to  lODyr  flood  bonadsrj  (In  feet) 


Rktat 


Left 


EinKflsher  Oeek . .  .  Coon^  road  (llth  St.) . 

U.8.  Highway  81 . 

Chicago,  Rou  and  Pacific  RB- 

Uiuie  John's  Creek . Oklamnna  Ave. . 

.  East  Bowman  Are . . . 

Oklahoma  EOgfaway  IS . . . . 

East  Roberts  Are. . 


1,M8 

>2,250 

(*) 

1,0*5 

fkiso 

1,0*8 

» 1.100 

(•) 

1,0(8 

>550 

1,0(8 

(•) 

>sne 

1,0*4 

(*) 

•960 

1,0(8 

(») 

>900 

<  Approihnate  distance  in  feet  from  corporate  ttratts  to  boondary  of  l^yr  flood. 
■  ■  ■  '  ■*  Lbankoft 


>  Approilmate  dbtanoe  in  feet  from  1 
*  Ezunds  beyond  eorporate  limits. 


[  stnam  to  boundary  of  160-yr  flood. 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  ot  1968 
(Title  xnT  at  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969 
(33  FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  aa 
amended;  42  UH.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secre¬ 
tary’s  delegatltm  of  authority  to  Federal  In- 
sutanee  Administrator  34  FR  2680,  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1969,  as  amended  by  39  FR  2787, 
January  24, 1974.) 

Issued :  September  30, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunt^ 
Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-28286  FUed  ia-20-76;8:45  am] 


[24 CFR  Fart  1917] 

(Docket  No.  71-732] 

TOWN  OF  CRYSTAL  BEACH,  GALVESTON 
COUNTY.  TEXAS 

Propoaad  Flood  Elevation  Doterminotion 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
in  accordance  with  Seetkn  110  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-334),  87  Stat  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National  Flood 


Insmance  Act  of  1968  (Title  xm  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1968  Pub.  Ii.  90-448).  42  UH.C.  4001- 
4128,  and  24  CFR  Part  1917  (!  1917.4(a) ) 
hereby  gives  notice  of  his  proposed  de¬ 
terminations  of  flood  elevations  for  the 
Town  of  Crystal  Beach. 

Under  these  Acts,  the  Administrator, 
to  whom  the  SecretaJT  has  delegated  the 
statutory  authority,  must  develop  criteria 
for  flood  plain  management  in  identified 
flood  hazard  areas.  In  order  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program,  the  Town  must  adopt  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  are 
ccmslstent  with  the  flood  elevations  de¬ 
termined  by  the  Secretary. 

Proposed  flood  elevations  (100-year 
flood)  are  listed  below  for  selected  loca¬ 
tions.  Maps  and  other  information  show¬ 
ing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the  flood- 
prone  areas  and  the  pn^oeed  flood  ele¬ 
vations  are  availaUe  for  review  at  the 
Town  Han,  Crystal  Beach  Fire  Depart¬ 
ment,  Highway  87,  Crystal  Beach. 

Any  person  having  knoiHedge,  infor¬ 
mation,  or  wishing  to  make  a  comment 
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on  these  determinations  should  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  Mayor  Edward  Robinson. 
P.O.  Box  1346,  Crystal  Beach,  Texas 
77650.  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  days  following  the  second  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper  of 


local  circulation  in  the  above-named 
commimlty  or  ninety  days  from  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federai.  Reg¬ 
ister,  whichever  is  the  later. 

The  proposed  100-year  Flood  Eleva¬ 
tions  are: 


[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-NW-23] 

ADDITIONAL  CONTROL  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  an  additional 
control  area  over  southeastern  Oreg. 
Coincident  with  the  amendment,  associ¬ 
ated  nonrule-making  action  would  be 
taken  to  establish  a  Military  Operations 
Area  (MOA)  within  that  airspace. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  should 
identify  the  airspace  docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Northwest  Region,  Attention:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  FAA  Building,  Boeing 
Field,  Seattle,  Wash.  98108.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  20, 1975  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  CounseL  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  AaC-24,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  in¬ 
formal  docket  also  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  proposed  amendment  would  desig¬ 
nate  Additional  Control  Area  under 
§  71.163  as  follows: 

Lakevixw,  Oregon 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from 
10,500  feet  MSL  bounded  on  the  north  by 
Latitude  44°00'  N,  on  the  east  by  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  Latitude  44*00'  N,  Longitude 
120*00'  W,  to  the  north  edge  of  V-122  at 
Longitude  119*00'  W,  on  the  south  by  the 
north  edge  of  V-122,  and  on  the  west  by  the 
east  edge  of  V-165. 

The  Additional  Control  Area  is  re- 
Quired  to  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
military  IFR  training  operations. 

The  nonrule-making  action  associated 
with  the  proposed  amendment  would  es¬ 
tablish  a  MOA  of  defined  vertical  and 
lateral  dimensions  within  which  required 
IFR  military  training  activities  would  be 
conducted.  The  description  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  MOA  is  as  follows: 

Name:  Juniper. 

Controlling  Agency:  Seattle  ARTCC. 
Scheduling  Agency:  Commander,  25th  Air 
Division/NOBAD  Region,  McChord  AFB, 
Washington. 

Time  of  Operation:  seven  days  per  week 
0600-0000  local,  other  times  by  NOTAM. 

Altitude:  From  11,000  feet  MSL  to  but  not 
Including  Fl-180. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at  Latitude  43*56' 
N..  Longitude  120*44'  W..  to  LaUtude  43*58' 
N.,  Longitude  120*00'  W.,  to  Latitude  42*40' 
N.,  Longitude  110*10'  W..  to  Latitude  42*40' 
N..  Longitude  120*18'  W.,  to  point  of 
beginning. 

The  luxiposed  training  activities  that 
would  be  conducted  within  the  MOA  are 
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(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XnZ  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1060  (83  FB 
17804,  November  28,  1968) ,  as  amended;  42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authc^ty  to  Federal  Insxuance  Adminis¬ 
trator  84  FB  2680,  February  27,  1069,  as 
amended  by  39  FB  2878,  January  24,  1974) . 

Issued:  October  2, 1975. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FB  Doc.76-28287  Piled  10-20-76:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-NW-261 
ADDITIONAL  CONTROL  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  an  additional 
'  control  area  over  northeast  Wash.  Coin¬ 
cident  with  the  amendment  associated 
nonrule-making  action  would  be  taken  to 
establish  a  Military  Operations  Area 
(MOA)  within  that  airspace. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  Identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Northwest  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  F^eral  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  FAA  Building,  Boe¬ 
ing  Field,  Seattle,  Wash.,  98108.  All  com¬ 
munications  received  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  20, 1975,  will  be  considered  before 
action  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  The  prcqposal  contained  in  this  no¬ 
tice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  availshle  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  ACK>-24,  800  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue,  SW..  Washlngtim.  D.C.  20591.  An  In¬ 
formal  <!^ket  also  will  be  available  for 
examlnatifxi  at  the  office  of  tiie  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

ithe  proposed  amendment  would  des¬ 
ignate  Additional  Oontnd  Area  under 
8  71.163  as  follows: 


Colville,  Wash. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  7000' 
MSL  bounded  on  the  north  by  the  United 
States-Canada  border,  on  the  east  by  the 
west  edge  of  V-112,  on  the  south  by  Latitude 
48*00'  N,  and  on  the  west  by  Longitude 
119*11'  W,  excluding  the  Spokane,  Wash., 
Transition  Area.  Hiat  airspace  below  1200 
feet  AGL  is  excluded. 

The  Additional  Control  Area  is  re¬ 
quired  to  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
military  IFR  training  operations. 

The  nonrule-making  action  associated 
with  the  proposed  amendment  would  es¬ 
tablish  a  MOA  of  defined  vertical. and 
lateral  dimensions  within  which  required 
IFR  military  training  activities  would  be 
conducted.  The  description  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  MOA  is  as  follows : 

Name:  Roosevelt. 

ControUing  Agency:  Seattle  ARTCC. 
Scheduling  Agency:  Commander,  Medium 
Attack  Tactical  Electronic  Warfare  Wing, 
U.S.  Pacific  Fleet,  NAS  Whldbey  Island,  Wash. 

Altitude:  From  80(X)'  MSL  to  but  not  In¬ 
cluding  FL-180,  excluding  that  airspace  be¬ 
low  1200'  AOL. 

Boundaries:  Beginning  at:  Latitude  49*00' 
N,  Longitude  119*00'  W  to  Latitude  40*00'  N, 
Longitude  116*48'  W  to  latitude  48*22'  N, 
Longitude  117*28'  W  to  Latitude  48*22'  N, 
Longitude  118*06'  W  to  Latitude  48*03'30"  N, 
Longitude  119*00'  W  to  point  of  beginning. 

Time  of  Operation:  Seven  days  per  week 
0600-0000  local;  other  times  by  NOTAM. 

The  proposed  training  activities  that 
would  be  conducted  within  the  MOA  are 
not  considered  sufficient  in  volume  or 
nature  to  justify  restricted  area  airspace. 
The  purpose  of  the  MOA  is  to  contain 
military  training  activities.  IFR  fiights 
will  be  provided  IFTt  separation  from 
military  operations  within  the  area.  The 
MOA  would  not  impose  flight  restrictions 
or  additional  communications  require¬ 
ments  on  VFR  fiights.  However,  the 
agency  has  determined  that  flight  ^ety 
would  be  Improved  If  the  area  is  made 
known  to  the  public.  Accordingly,  the 
MOA  would  be  identified  and  shown  on 
appropriate  aeronautical  charts. 

(See.  S07(a)  oC  tbe  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  UB.O.  1348(a))  and  sec.  6(c)  of 
the  D^Mtrtment  of  Traiuqx>rtation  Act  (49 
UB.O.  1666(c)).) 

Issued  In  Washingt<m,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14, 1975. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
[FB  Doc.75-28214  FUed  10-20-75;8:46  am] 
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not  considered  sufficient  in  volume  or  na¬ 
ture  to  Jtistify  restricted  area  airspace. 
Hie  purpose  of  the  MOA  to  the  con¬ 
tain  military  training  activities.  IFR 
flights  will  be  provided  IFB  separation 
from  military  operati(ms  within  the  area. 
The  MOA  would  not  Impose  flight  re¬ 
strictions  or  additional  communications 
requirements  on  VFR  flights.  However, 
the  agency  has  determined  that  flight 
safety  would  be  improved  if  the  area  is 
made  known  to  the  public.  Accordingly, 
the  MOA  would  be  identified  and  shown 
on  appropriate  aeronautical  charts. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1968  (49  U£.C.  1348(a) )  and  sec.  6(c)  of  the 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1865(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  14,  1975. 

William  E.  Broadwatks, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-38315  Filed  10-30-75,-8:45  am) 


[14CFRPart71] 

[Airspace  Doclcet  No.  75-SO-133  ] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Oes'ignation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  an  amendmeht  to  Part  71 
oi  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  decdgnate  the  Lexington,  N.C., 
trai^tion  area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  OommunicaUons  should  be 
sulMnltted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion.  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box 
20836,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30320.  AH  communi¬ 
cations  recelv^  on  or  before  November 
20, 1975,  win  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed,  amendment. 
No  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time, 
but  arrangements  for  informal  confer¬ 
ences  with  Federal  Aviatimi  Administra¬ 
tion  officials  may  be  made  by  contacting 
the  Chief.  Airspace  and  Procedimes 
Branch.  Any  data,  views  or  arguments 
presented  during  such  conferences  must 
also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  becmne 
part  (rf  the  record  for  consideration.  The 
proposal  (XAtalned  in  this  iwtlce  may  be 
chs^ed  in  light  of  commaits  received. 

The  (tfOclal  docket  win  be  available  fOr 
examination  by  Intm'ested  perscms  at  the 
Federal  Avlatira  Administration,  South¬ 
ern  Region,  Room  645,  3400  Whipple 
Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Lexlngtmi  transition  area  would 
be  designated  as: 

Tbat  airspace  extending  upwards  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mlle  ra¬ 
dius  of  LexlngtOD  Municipal  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  86*46'47"  N.,  longitude  •0*18'30''  W.) 

The  proposed  designation  is  required 
to  provide  controned  airspace  protection 
tor  IFR  operations  at  Lexington  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport.  A  prescribed  instrument  tqi- 
proach  procedure  to  this  airport,  utiliz¬ 
ing  the  Oreensboro  VORTAC,  is  pngXMed 
in  conjunction  with  the  designation  of 


this  transition  area.  If  the  proposed  des¬ 
ignation  is  acceptable,  the  airport  osh- 
erating  authorization  wffl  be  chang^ 
from  VFR  to  IFR. 

(Sao.  807(a)  of  the  Fedoral  Aviatton  Act  of 
1958  (49  DB.C.  1848(a) )  and  of  sec.  6(o)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UR.C.  1656(e) ) .) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  October 
6, 1975. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 

[FR  Doc.75-28213  Hied  10-20-76;8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

{29CFR  Part  1953] 

[Docket  No.  SP-4] 

PR(KEDURES  FOR  PUBLICATION  OF 

STATE  STANDARDS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

In  accordance  with  §  1953.2(c)  of  Title 
29,  Code  (tf  Federal  Regulations,  and 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act,  5 
UJS.C.  553(b)(3)(B),  it  is  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  ammd  Su^art  A'of  Part  1953 
to  prescribe  expedited  procedures  for 
WProval  and  pifliUcation  ot  State 
standards  Including  emergency  tem¬ 
porary  standards.  Section  18(c)  (2)  of  the 
Occupational  Safe^  and  Health  Act  of 
1970  (hereinafter  called  the  Act)  (29 
UB.C.  667)  and  29  CFR  1902.3(c)(1) 
provide  for  the  develomuent  of  State 
stimdards  which  are  or  wUl  be  at  least 
as  effective  as  comparable  Federal  stand¬ 
ards.  In  order  to  measure  compliance 
with  this  requirement,  29  (TFR  1902.4 
contains  a  series  of  Indices  of  effective¬ 
ness.  These  provide'  for  adoption  of  State 
standards  which  are  the  same  as  the 
Federal  standards  or  for  the  adoption 
of  alternative  standards  which  are  **at 
least  as  effective’*.  The  State  standards 
must  be  prcHnulgated  in  accordance  with 
procedures  providing  for  pubUc  notice, 
written  comments  and/or  hearings  on  the 
ad(g>tion  of  the  standards  with  provision 
for  judicial  review  of  the  standards  com¬ 
parable  to  section  6(D  of  tiie  Act.  (29 
n.d.C.  655(f)).  One  exoQ>ti(m  to  these 
requirements  permits  the  State  to  adc^t 
Federal  standards  by  refer^ice,  thereby 
substituting  the  Federal  procedures  for 
public  participation  for  duplicative  State 
procedures  (29  CFR  1902.4(b)  (2)  (iii) ) . 
(See  North  Carolina  decision  29  CFR 
1952.150(c),  38  FR  3042,  February  1. 
1973). 

Under  29  CFR  1953.4  review  and  ap¬ 
proval  of  prmnulgated  State  standards 
has  been  delegated  to  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Directors  for  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  (hereinafter  cahed  Assistant 
Regional  Director) .  This  process  includes 
review  of  the  promulgated  State  stand¬ 
ards  to  determine  if  they  are  identical 
to  Federal  standards,  with  the  exception 
of  the  substitution  of  State  for  Federal 
references.  If  the  standards  are  not  iden¬ 
tical,  then  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  must  determine  If  they  are  at  least 
as  effective  as  the  comparable  Federal 
standards. 


The  prtq^osed  regulatkms  provide  for 
puUkation  in  the  F^bbbal  Registir 
without  public  comment  of  notices  of  ap¬ 
proval  if  State  standards  are  Identical 
to  the  comparaUe  Federal  standards.  In 
such  cases,  additional  public  comment 
would  be  unnecessary  since  the  identical 
standards  adopted  by  the  States  are  per 
se  at  least  as  effective  as  the  Federal 
standards. 

The  proposed  regulations  also  provide 
for  pubUcation  of  notices  of  iqiproval  of 
State  standards  without  pubUc  comment 
on  the  Federal  level  where,  after  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  public  input  in  the  State  pro¬ 
mulgation  proceedings  and  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  technical  review,  there 
are  no  remaining  technical,  scientific  or 
legal  questions  as  to  whether  such  stand¬ 
ards  are  at  least  as  effective  as  the  com¬ 
parable  Federal  standards.  The  regula¬ 
tions  state  that  where  the  State  stand¬ 
ards  are  proposed  for  adoption, on  the 
bask  that  th^  are  “at  least  as  effective 
as”  the  comparaUe  Federal  standards, 
the  State  notice  shan  contain  laagange  to 
that  effect  inviting  public  participation 
(m  the  issue  of  the  effectiveness  of  the 
State  standards  vis-a-vis  the  Federal 
standards.  In  addition,  decisions  of  the 
Assistant  Regional  Directors  in  approv¬ 
ing  standards  may  be  appealed  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for  Occu¬ 
pational  Safety  and  Health. 

Public  (XHnment  win  be  provided  at  the 
Federal  as  wdl  as  the  l^te  level 
technical,  setentiflc  or  legal  questimis  re- 
mato,  and  for  standards  which  could  be 
considered  product  standards  within  the 
meaning  of  secticm  18(c)  (2)  of  the  Act 
(29  U.S.C.  667(c)(2))  unless  the  State 
product  standard  is  identical  to  the  com- 
pantole  Federal  product  standard. 

To  assure  conslderati<m  cm  both  the 
State  and  Federal  level  of  pubUc  c(Hn- 
ment  in  State  proceedings  on  prcgx)sed 
State  standards  different  from  Federal 
standards,  it  is  also  proposed  to  amend 
29  C]m  Part  1953  by  adding  a  require¬ 
ment  that  the  State  make  avaOable  to 
the  Assistant  Regional  Director  aU  pub¬ 
Uc  comments  received  by  the  State  and 
the  hearing  transcript,  if  any,  in  addi- 
ti(m  to  submitting  the  6  coifles  ot  a  stand  - 
ard  supplement  required  by  29  CFR 
1953.11(b)(1).  1953.23(b)(1),  1953.31(b) 
(1)  and  1953.41  (b)l). 

By  giving  due  w^iht  to  pubUc  com¬ 
ment  brought  forth  in  the  State  proceed¬ 
ings,  the  proposal  would  avoid  unwar¬ 
ranted  dupUcatlmi  of  procedures  and  ex¬ 
penditure  of  pubUc  and  private  resources. 
It  would  idso  msure  a  direct  impact  for 
such  public  comment  on  the  Federal 
levd. 

The  proposed  regulations  also  de¬ 
scribe  a  procedure  for  a  Federal  com¬ 
ment  period  (m  proposed  State  standards 
at  the  request  of  a  State  or  as  initiated 
by  the  Occupational  Safetir  and  Health 
Admlnlstratkm.  This  procedure  would 
be  particularly  useful  where  a  State  is 
seeking  an  advisory  opinion  under  Sub¬ 
part  F  of  Part  1953  iRlor  to  promidga- 
tion  of  its  standards.  For  example,  a 
State  oould  request  an  advisory  opinion 
on  the  separabUlty  of  an  Issue  as  defined 
in  29  CFR  1902.2(c) ;  whether  a  stand- 
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ard  was  a  product  standard  as  defined 
in  section  18(c)(2)  and  29  CFR  1902.3 
(c)  (2) ;  or  whether  the  proposed  stand¬ 
ards  raised  any  scioitiflc,  technical  or 
legal  questions  that  would  affect  a  de¬ 
termination  on  effectiveness.  In  these 
circumstances,  it  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  State,  as  well  as  to  the  Federal  re¬ 
viewing  offices,  to  have  public  input  at 
the  Federal  level  on  the  proposed  stand¬ 
ards.  The  Federal  comment  period  may 
run  conciurently  with  the  State  com¬ 
ment  period  or  may  take  place  at  any 
other  time  prior  to  the  adoption  of  a 
final  standard. 

Interested  persons  are  given  imtil 
November  20,  1975  to  submit  to  the 
Associate  Assistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
gional  Programs,  [Docket  No.  SP-4], 
Room  N-3112,  200  Constitution  Avenue. 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20210,  written 
comments.  suggesti<His,  or  objections  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  regulations  as  set 
out  below.  Comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  .,and 
o(H>ymg  during  normal  business  hours  at 
the  Technical  Data  Center,  Room  N3620, 

200  Constitution  Avenue,  1^.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20210.  The  proposed  rules  may 
be  reviewed  prior  to  fin^  publication  to 
refiect  suggestions  made  by  the  com¬ 
ments. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  1953  of  CThapter 
XVn  of  Title  29,  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  as  follows: 

1.  Section  1953.3  would  be  renumbered 
to  read  S  1953.3(a)  and  a  new  S  1953.3 
(b) ,  (c) ,  (d) ,  (e)  and  (f)  would  be  added 
to  read  as  fc^ows: 

§  1953.3  Publication. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  (1)  In  accordance  with  S  1953.2(c) 
of  this  part,  the  Assistant  Secretary  finds 
that  good  cause  exists  to  establish  an 
alternative  procedure  for  approval  of 
State  standards  by  not  publishing  cer¬ 
tain  i4>proved  State  standards  for  public 
comment  The  standards  Included  in  this 
provision  are:  (1)  State  standards,  iden¬ 
tical  to  the  Federal  standards,  which 
have  been  adopted  by  reference  other¬ 
wise,  in  acoOTdance  with  State  promulga¬ 
tion  iwocedures;  and  (ii)  State  stand¬ 
ards,  determined  to  be  at  least  as  effec¬ 
tive  as  the  comparable  Federal  stand¬ 
ards,  wtfich  were  adopted  in  accordance 
with  the  promulgation  procedures  of 
State  law  including  an  c^portunity  for 
public  comment  and/or  hearings. 

(2)  .  This  alternative  procedure  is  es- 
tabli^ed  for  the  following  reasons:  (i) 
where  the  standards  are  identical  to  the 
Federal  standards  an  opportunity  for 
public  comment  and  pa^clpation  has 
already  been  provided  at  the  Federal 
level;  and  (ii)  where  the  standards 
which  are  determined  to  be  “at  least  as 
effective”  w&re  adopted  in  accordance 
with  the  State  promulgation  procedures 
established  tmder  the  approved  State 
plan  including  public  notice  inviting 
public  commit,  fur^er  public  com¬ 
ments  would  be  unnecessary. 

(3)  The  procedxires  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b).  (c)  and  (d)  of  this  section 


take  precedence  over  the  review  and  ap¬ 
proval  provisions  in  Subparts  B.  C,  D 
and  E  of  this  part  insofar  as  they  relate 
to  approval  and  publication  of  change 
supplements  consisting  of  Identical  or 
“at  least  as  effective  as”  standards.  Ac¬ 
cordingly  the  procedures  in  29  CFR 
1902.11  and  1902.12  are  inapplicable  to 
these  particular  standards  supplonents. 

(c)  (1)  Where  the  Assistant  Regional 
Director,  in  accordance  with  the  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  in  §  1953.4  of  this  part, 
determines  that  State  standards,  which 
have  been  promulgated  in  accordance 
with  State  law,  are  identical  to  or  “at 
least  as  effective  as”  comparable  Federal 
standards,  he  shall  publish  the  appro¬ 
priate  approval  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

(2)  Where  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  in  accordance  with  the  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  in  §  1953.4  of  this  part, 
determines  that  a  State  standard  (or 
standards)  promulgated  in  accordance 
with  State  law,  raises  technical,  scien¬ 
tific,  legal  or  other  significant  questions 
or,  is  a  product  standard  within  the 
mean  of  section  18(c)  (2)  of  the  Act  and 
is  not  identical  to  the  comparable  Fed¬ 
eral  product  standard,  he  shall  upon  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  standard,  publish  the  appro¬ 
priate  Federal  Register  notice  Inviting 
public  comment  on  the  State  standard 
(or  standards) . 

(3)  Where  the  Assistant  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  in  accordance  with  the  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  in  S  1954.4  of  this  part, 
determines  that  a  State  standard  (or 
standards)  is  not  identical  to  or  at  least 
as  effective  as  the  corresponding  Federal 
standard  he  shall  follow  the  procedures 
in  the  appropriate  subpart  of  this  part 
for  providing  public  participation  in  re¬ 
jection  of  smy  standards. 

(d)  (1)  A  State  may  request  an  ad¬ 
visory  opinion  imder  Subpart  F  of  Part 
1953  on  proposed  State  standards.  In 
conjimction  with  such  an  opinion  or  even 
in  the  absence  of  such  an  opinion,  the 
State  may  request,  or  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration  on  its 
own  initiative  may  authorize,  publication 
of  a  Federal  notice  seeking  public  com¬ 
ment  on  whether  the  provisions  of  the 
proposed  State  standards  meet  the  in¬ 
dices  of  effectiveness  in  29  CFR  Pkrt 
1902.  The  Federal  notice  may  be  pub¬ 
lished  concurrently  with  the  State  notice 
requesting  public  comment  or  at  any 
time  prior  to  adoption  of  the  final  State 
standard. 

(2)  The  comments  received  in  response 
to  the  Federal  notice  published  imdo: 
paragraph  (d)  (1)  shall  be  transmitted 
with  any  advisory  opinions  to  the  State 
for  consideration  in  the  promulgation  of 
the  State  standards. 

(3)  The  procedures  in  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  section  for  approv^  without  pub¬ 
lic  ctHnment  are  applicable  to  the  pro¬ 
mulgated  State  standards  which  had 
been  published  for  comment  as  proposals 
under  the  concurrent  notice  provision  of 
this  paragraph  unless  the  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  under  the  delegation  of 
authority  in  §  1953.4  of  this  part,  deter¬ 


mines  to  reject  the  standards  as  promul¬ 
gated. 

(e)  Whenever  a  State  publishes  a  no¬ 
tice  proposing  to  adopt  State  standards 
which  are  at  least  as  effective  as  the 
comparable  Federal  standards,  the  no¬ 
tice  shall  contain  a  statement  inviting 
public  comment  not  only  on  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  standards  but  also  on 
whether  they  meet  the  “at  least  as  effec¬ 
tive”  criteria  in  29  CTR  1902.3(c)  and 
29  CFR  1902.4(b) . 

(f )  Interested  persons  may  request  re¬ 
view  of  decisions  made  by  toe  Assistant 
Regional  Director  by  means  of  a  petition 
addressed  to  toe  Assistant  Secretary. 
Such  petition  shall  contain  a  statement 
of  reasons  for  toe  objection  to  toe  ap¬ 
proval  or  rejection  of  the  standard  or 
standards.  Such  petition  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  copy  of  toe  standard  or 
standards  in  issue  and  a  copy  of  toe  deci¬ 
sion  of  toe  Assistant  Regional  Director. 
The  Assistant  Secretary  shall  review  toe 
Assistant  Regional  Director’s  decision 
and  may  request  public  comment.  The 
petitioner  shall  be  informed  wltoln  a 
reasonable  time  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary’s  determination. 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  §  1953.11  would 
be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1953.11  Submission  and  ccmsideration. 

•  ••••- 
(b)(1)  An  authorized  representative  of 
the  State  agency  or  agencies  designated 
under  section  18(c)(1)  of  toe  Act  to 
administer  toe  plan  shall  submit  toe  sup¬ 
plement  with  6  copies  to  toe  appropriate 
Assistant  Regional  Director.  Whenever 
toe  supplement  consists  of  toe  submis¬ 
sion  of  State  standards  different  from 
Federal  standards,  toe  agency  or  agencies 
shall  make  available  to  the  Assistant 
Regional  Director  comments  received  by 
the  State  and  toe  transcript  of  toe  public 
hearing(s)  where  a  hearing  was  held. 

*  •  •  •  • 

3.  Paragrtqih  (b)  (1)  of  §  1953.23  would 
be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1953.23  Submission  and  consideration 
of  Federal  program  changes. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)(1)  An  authorized  r^resentatlve  of 
the  State  aigmcy  or  agencies  designated 
tmder  section  18(c)(1)  of  toe  Act  to 
administer  toe  plan  shidl  submit  toe  sup¬ 
plement  with  6  copies  to  toe  appropriate 
Assistant  Regional  Director.  The  sup¬ 
plement  shall  contain  the  complete 
change  or  a  schedule  for  completion  of 
the  change  where  necessary.  When¬ 
ever  toe  State  change  differs  from  toe 
P^eral  program  change,  toe  supplement 
shall  contain  documentation  on  how  toe 
change  maintains  toe  “at  least  as  effec¬ 
tive  as”  status  of  the  plan.  Whenever  the 
supplement  consists  of  the  submission  of 
State  standards  different  fnMn  Federal 
Standards,  toe  agency  or  agencies  shall 
also  make  available  to  toe  Assistant  Re¬ 
gional  Director  all  public  comments  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  State  and  the  transcript  of 
the  public  hearlng(s)  where  a  hearing 
was  held. 

•  •  •  •  • 
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4.  Paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  i  1953.3  would 
be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1953.31  SubmissKm  and  c<Hisideration. 

«  •  •  •  • 

(b)  (1)  An  authorized  representative 
of  the  State  agency  or  agencies  desig¬ 
nated  under  section  18(c)  (1)  of  the  Act 
to  administer  the  plan  shall  submit  the 
supplement  with  6  copies  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  Assistant  Regional  IMrector.  The 
supplement  shall  contain  the  change  as 
well  as  a  timetable  for  completion  of  any 
change  when  necessary  with  related  doc¬ 
umentation  on  the  impact  of  the  change 
on  the  State  plan  and  its  responsiveness 
to  the  Federal  evaluation  report.  When¬ 
ever  the  supplement  consists  of  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  State  standards  different  from 
Federal  standards,  the  agency  or  agen¬ 
cies  »baH  8^0  make  available  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Regional  Director  all  public  com¬ 
ments  received  by  the  State  mid  the 
transcript  of  the  puMlc  hearing(s) 
where  a  hearing  was  held. 

«  •  •  *  • 

5.  Paragrai^  (b)  (1)  of  S  1953.41 
would  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1953.41  Sabmission  and  consideration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)(1)  An  authorized  representative 
of  the  State  agency  or  agencies  desig¬ 
nate  imder  section  18(c)  (1)  of  the  Act 
to  administer  the  plan  shall  sulnnlt  the 
supplement  with  6  copies  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  Assistant  Regional  Director.  The 
supplement  shall  contain  the  change 
with  rdated  documentation  on  the  Im- 
paet  of  the  change  on  the  State  plan. 
Whenever  the  supplement  consists  of  the 
submission  of  State  standards  differcmt 
frun  Federal  standards,  the  agency  or 
agencies  shall  also  make  available  to 
the  Assistant  Regional  Director  public 
comments  received  by  the  State  and  the 
transcript  of  the  public  hearlng(s)  where 
a  hearing  was  held. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(Sees.  8(g)  (3),  18,  84  Stat.  1698,  1608  (39 
XrJ9.a  657(g)(3),  667)  (5  UB.C.  663(b)(3) 
(B))) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th 
day  of  October  1975. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 
[FB  Doc.76-38318  Filed  10-30-76;8:46  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40CFRPart52] 

[FBL  431-3] 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

New  Jersey:  Approval  of  Compliance 
^hedules 

On  June  22,  1973  (38  FR  16567),  the 
Administrator  of  the  United  States  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  disap¬ 
proved  the  New  Jersey  implonentatlon 
plan  to  the  extent  that  the  idan  failed  to 
Include  transportation  control  strat^es 


necessary  to  attain  the  national  ambient 
air  quality  standards  established  for 
photochemical  oxidants.  EPA  devdoped 
a  transportation  control  idan  (TCP)  for 
New  Jersey  when  the  State  failed  to  meet 
the  April  15,  1973  date  for  ’TCP  submis¬ 
sion  set  by  the  UJ3.  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit. 

The  rules  and  regulations  comprising 
New  Jersey’s  current  transportation  con¬ 
trol  plan  were  originally  pnxnulgated  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  November  13, 

1973  (38  FR  31388),  revised  on  Jime  18, 

1974  (39  FR  21049) ,  November  15,  1974 
(39  FR  40286),  November  26,  1974  (39 
FR  41252) ,  and  January  6,  1975  (40  FR 
1126),  and  are  codified  at  40  CFR  Part 
52,  Subpart  FF.  Among  the  provisions  of 
that  TCP  is  a  control  strategy  for  sta¬ 
tionary  sources  of  non-methane  hydro¬ 
carbons.  That  strategy  is,  in  turn,  made 
up  of  a  series  of  regulations  dealing  with 
the  storage  of  volatile  organic  liquids 
(§52.1594),  organic  liquid  loading 
(§  52.1595),  gasoline  transfer  vapor  con¬ 
trol  (§  52.1598)  and  the  control  of 
evaporative  losses  from  the  filling  of 
vehicular  tanks  (§52.1599).  Another 
regulation,  dealing  with  volatile  organic 
substances  (§52.1596),  was  revcdced  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  November  15, 
1974  (39  FR  40286) . 

Categorical  and  Alternative  Compli¬ 
ance  Schedules 

A  categorical  federal  compliance 
schedules  applicable  to  all  sources  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  terms  of  §§  52.1594  and 
52.1595  is  set  (Hit  at  §  52.1597.  A  cate¬ 
gorical  federal  compliance  schedule  ap¬ 
plicable  to  sources  subject  to  the  terms 
of  §  52.1598  is  set  out  at  i  52.1598(q).  In 
addition,  both  §§52.1597  and  52.1598 
include  provlsioiis  which  allow  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  to  approve  “alternative” 
schedules  subject  only  to  the  require¬ 
ment,  in  the  case  of  §  52.1597,  that  such 
schedules  provide  for  compliance  no 
later  than  May  31, 1975,  and,  in  the  case 
of  §  52.1598,  that  such  schedule  provide 
for  conmliance  no  later  than  Itforch  1, 
1976.  Paragraphs  govmilng  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  such  "alternative”  schedules  are 
set  out  at  §§  52.1597(c)(3)  and  52.1598 
(f) (3). 

“Alternative”  schedules  pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  the  referoiced  paragraphs 
were  submitted  by  a  number  of  sources 
subject  to  the  substantive  control  re¬ 
quirements  of  §§52.1594,  52.1595,  and 
52.1698.  The  Regional  Administrator 
here  proposes  to  approve  a  total  of 
fifty-two  such  schedules. 

Each  of  the  sources  listed  in  the  first 
of  the  following  tables  has  submitted 
an  “alternative”  schedule  pursuant  to 
§  52.1597(c)  (3)  which  commits  the 
source  to  comply  with  the  substantive 
contnd  responsibilities  associated  with 
§  52.1594  by  or  before  May  31, 1975. 

Each  of  the  sources  listed  in 'the  sec¬ 
ond  table  b^w  has  submitted  an  “alter¬ 
native”  schedule  pursuant  V'  §  52.1597 
(c)  (3)  which  commits  the  soince  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  siAstantive  control  respon- 
sfl>mties  associated  with  §  52.1595  by  or 
before  May  31, 1975. 
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Each  of  the  soiuces  listed  in  the  flftb 
table  below  has  submitted  an  “alterna¬ 
tive”  schedule  pursuant  to  §52.1508(D 
(3)  which  commits  the  source  to  comply 
with  the  substantive  control  responsibili¬ 
ties  associated  with  §  52.1598  by  or  before 
March  1,  1976. 

Schedules  Submitted  as  SIP  Revisions 

In  addition  to  the  “alternative”  sched¬ 
ules  discussed  above,  a  niunber  of  sources 
subject  to  the  substantive  (xmtxol  re¬ 
quirements  of  §§  52.1594  and  52.1595  have 
communicated  to  the  Re^on  n  EPA  Of¬ 
fice  the  circumstances  of  equipment  de¬ 
livery  delays  which  precluded,  or  will  pre¬ 
clude,  compliance  by  May  31,  1975.  ITie 
engineering  staff  of  the  Regional  EPA 
0£5ce  has  found  that  a  number  of  these 
schedules  provide  for  compliance  as  ex¬ 
peditiously  as  practicable,  in  light  of  d(x:- 
umented  difficulties  beyond  the  control  cl 
the  sources  involved.  Thirty-three  (33) 
su(di  schedules  are  therefore  proposed  for 
approval  here  as  revisions  to  New  Jer¬ 
sey’s  approved  State  Implenentation 
Plan  (i^P) ,  pursuant  to  the  authority  d 
section  110(a)  (3)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
ameided,  and  40  CFR  51.6  and  51.15,  not¬ 
withstanding  the  failure  of  these  sched¬ 
ules  to  provide  for  compliance  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  ot  §  52.1597.  The 
sources  for  which  ocHupUance  schedules 
are  proposed  as  revisions  to  New  Jer¬ 
sey’s  SIP  are  listed  in  the  third  and 
fourth  tables,  below,  along  with  the  final 
compliance  (tete  associated  with  each 
such  proposed  schedule. 

In,conformity  ydth  the  dictates  of  40 
CPR  51.15(b)  (1) ,'  each  of  the  schedules 
sutnnitted  by  the  souroes  listed  in  these 
tables  provides  for  compliance  by  or 
before  May  31, 1977,  the  date  established 
for  attainment  of  primary  standards  for 
photochemical  oxidants  in  the  State  cl 
New  Jersey. 

Rulemaking  Format 

Dates  representing  phased  pollution 
abatement  commitments  have  been  ex¬ 
tracted  fnnn  each  schedule  phjposed  for 
approval  herein,  and  have  been  tran¬ 
scribed  to  form  a  separate  document. 
While  only  the  dates  provided  for  “final 
compliance”  by  the  sources  involved  have 
been  set  out  in  the  five  tables  which  fol¬ 
low,  it  is  the  full  succession  of  dates  iden¬ 
tifiable  to  each  source  Uiat  is  proposed  to 
be  adopted  as  the  official  compliance 
schedule  for  such  source.  Once  iq>pioved. 
these  schedules  will  constitute  revisions 
to  the  New  Jersey  Implementation  Plan 
pursuant  to  section  110  of  the  CHean  Air 
Act  and  40  CIFR  51.8. 

The  date  indicated  for  “final  compli¬ 
ance”  in  several  of  these  schedules  has 
passed,  or  will  have  passed  by  the  time  of 
their  ultimate  approval.  This  fact. is  at¬ 
tributable  to  delays  (x:casioned  by  the 
necessity  of  ministering  to  infirmities 
existing  at  the  time  of  their  initial  sTti>- 
mlssion  by  the  sources  involved.  Ainiroval 
cl  these  schedules  is  nonetheless  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  the  final  (xxnpliance  dates 
assocdated  with  such  schedules  federally 
enforceable.  Where  the  date  for  final 
compliance  has  passed,  the  dates  pn>- 
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vided  for  achievement  of  prior  increments 
of  progress  will  not  be  Included  in  the 
source’s  official  compliance  schedule.  The 
public  interest  will  be  protected  by  the 
Inclusion  of  the  final  compliance  date  for 
such  source,  which  will  become  enforce¬ 
able  immediately  upon  approval  of  the 
proposed  schedule  for  that  source. 

Copies  of  the  compliance  schedules 
proposed  to  be  approved,  along  with 
copies  of  the  New  Jersey  State  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plan,  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  following  locations: 

United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  n,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10007. 

United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Division  of  Stationary  Source  En¬ 
forcement,  401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

In  addition,  professional  personnel 
familiar  with  the  schedules  proposed 
for  approval  herein  are  available  at  the 
Regional  Office  to  discuss  these  schedules 
with  the  public. 

Public  hearings  will  be  held  concerning 
these  proposed  compliance  schedules  in 
order  to  afford  the  general  public  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  In  this  rulemak¬ 
ing.  These  hearings  will  be  held  no  sooner 
than  thirty  (30)  days  from  the  date  of 


this  Notice,  on  dates  and  at  locations  to 
be  announced  in  a  subsequent  issue  of 
the  Federai;,  Register.  Written  comments 
or  questions  concerning  these  schedules 
may  be  addressed  in  the  Interim  to  Ste¬ 
phen  A.  Dvorkin,  Esq.,  General  Enforce¬ 
ment  Branch,  Enforcement  Division,  U.S. 
EPA.  Region  n,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New 
York,  New  York  10007. 

(42  U.S.C.  1867c-6(c)) 

Dated:  October  10, 1975. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator, 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  52  of 
Cheq>ter  I,  Title  40  of  the  Ctode  of  Federal 
Regulations  as  follows: 

Subpart  FF — New  Jersey 

1.  A  new  §  52.1597  (e) ,  (f) ,  (g) ,  (h) 
and  (i)  are  added  as  follows: 

§  52.1597  Federal  compliance  schedules. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Alternative  schedules  for  compli¬ 
ance  urith  §  52.1594.  The  compliance 
schedules  for  the  sources  identified  below 
are  approved  as  meeting  the  require¬ 
ments. of  §S  51.15  and  52.1597(c)  <3)  of 
this  Chapter. 


Source 

Location 

Regulations  involved 

Effective  date 

Final  com¬ 
pliance  date 

BP  on,  Inc . 

Cities  Sprvlcc  Oil  Co . 

_ Paulsboro,  Gloucester 

County. 

_ Oakhurst,  Monmouth  Coun- . 

,  ty. 

40  CFB  secs.  52. 1591 
and  S2.1597(c)(3). 

Immediately.. 

. do. . 

May  31,1975 

Do. 

. do . 

Do. 

Do. 

Universal '  Oil  Products 
(Chemical  DlvUoa). 

Co.  East  Butberford,  Bergen  . 
County. 

. do . 

. do . 

Da 

(f)  Alternative  schedules  for  compliance  with  S  52.1595.  The  compliance  sched¬ 
ules  for  the  sources  Idoitified  below  are  approved  as  meeting  the  requirements  of 
S§  51.15  and  52.1597(c)  (3)  of  this  Chapter. 

Source 

LocaUon 

Regulations  involved 

Effective  date 

Final  com¬ 
pliance  date 

BP  Oil,  Inc. . . 

40  CFB  secs.  52.1596 

Immediately.. 

.  May  31, 1975 

Da 

County.' 

«id  52.15»7(e)(l). 

County. 

. do . 

Do. 

Universal 'on  Products 
(Cbesnical  Div.). 

Co.  Ea^  Rutherford,  Betgm 
County. 

. do . 

Da 

(g)  Additional  schedules  for  comjMance  loith  152.1594.  The  c(xnpliance  schedules 
for  the  sources  identifled  bdow  are  approved  as  meeting  the  requirements  of  S  51.15 
of  this  CThapter. 


Souroe  Location  Regulations  Involved  Effective  date  Final  com¬ 

pliance  date 


Crown  Central  Petroleuja  Elisabeth,  Union  County _ 40  CFB  see.  52.1504...  Immediately..  Ian.  15,  lt74. 


Oenml  American  Transpor-  Carteret,  Middlesex  Cottnty . do. 

Corp. 

Interstate  Storage  and  Pipe-  JacksoaTiUe,  Burlington  - - do. 


line  Corn.  County. 

Mobil  Oil  Carp _ _ _ Paulibora,  Gloucester . do.. 

County. 

Tenneco  Oil . Newark,  Essex  County . .  .do.. 


do . Sept.  30, 

1975. 

.do _ <.  JniM30,197S. 

..do . Dec.  1, 1975. 

-do . Dec.  81, 1975 


(h)  Additional  schedules  for^  compliance  with  i  S2J595.  The  compliance 
schedules  for  the  sources  identifi^  below  are  awroved  as  meeting  the  retRiiremoits 
of  I  51.15  of  this  Chapter. 


•  FEDEtAL  lEGISTEI,  VOL.  40,  NO.  204— TUESDAY,  OCTOOQt  21,  1975 


PIOPOSED  RULES 


49105 


SoavM 

LoeatloD 

1 

1 

ESectlye  date 

Final  earn- 
pUanoedate 

Ameiicxn  Oil  Co . . . 

_ Carteret,  Iflddkoa  Coonty...  40  CFR  aeo.  6S.1505.. 

.  Tremedlately 

.  Jan. n^vm 

TW  IK 

Tin  . . . 

. dot _ _ 

Do. 

T)n  __  _ 

_ _ do . — . 

......do.».„. 

.  Not.  15, 1975 

WP  on  Tnfl 

County' ' 

. do _ 

.  Deo.  1,1975 

_ Forth  Amboy,  Middlesex 

„  Noy.  1, 1976 

County 

.  Dec.  31, 1975 

Do. . 

_ Fennsauken,  Camden 

Do. 

Crown  Central  Petrolrtiin 
C<Mp. 

Exxon  Chemical  Co . 

Exxon  Co.,  t3.8.A . 


Do-. 

Do- 

Do. 


General  American  Transporta¬ 
tion  Corn. 

Getty  Oil  Co . . 

Intentate  Storage  A  Pipdine 

MobU  Oil  Corp . 


Phillipa  Petrolenm  Co. 

Dio. . . 

Son (W  Co . 

Do . 


Teimeco  Oil . - — 

Texaco,  Ino.  (benzene  loading) . 
Texaco,  Ino.  (incidental  track 
kwd^). 

Texaco,  Ihc. . 

Do . 

Do . 


Conntv. 

Elizabeth,  Union  County...  10  CFR  sec.  52.1695...  Immediately..  Tan.  15,  1975 

linden.  Union  County . do . do — . S^fc  SO,  1975 

Flemlngton,  Hunterdon _ do . . . do . May  1, 1975 

County. 

Hackensack,  Bemen  County . do. . . ...do _  Do. 

Linden,  Union  Coimty _ do..... . ...do._ _  Do. 

Paulsb^,  Gloucester . do . do _ _ —  Do. 

Counl^. 

Carteret,  Middlesex  County. - do . ...do . Sept.  80, 1976 

Newark,  Essex  County . do . ...do . Dec.  1,  1975 

Tacksonville,  Burlington _ do . ...do _ Tune  30^  1975 

County. 

Panlsboro,'  Gloucester . do . do . Deo.  1, 1975 

County. 

Carteret,  Middlesex  County . do . ...do _ Aug. SI,  1975 

Gloucester,  Camden  Coun^ . do . . do . .  Do. 

Newark.  Essex  County _ 10  CFR  sec.  52.1596...  Immediately..  S^t.  1,1975. 

Pisoataway,  Middlesex  . do . . . .do... . Tan.  1,1F75. 

County. 


Newark,  Essex  County _ 


.do...-- . 

. . do . 

..  May  15,1976 

..  Oct.  1,1975 

..  Tan.  1,1978 

.do . 

. . do . 

.  Feb.  15,1976 

.do . 

. . do....... 

..  Do. 

.do . 

. . do . 

Do. 

(1)  Alternative  schedules  tor  compliance  with  8  52.1598(c).  The  compliance 
schedules  for  the  sources  Identified  below  are  approved  as  meeting  the  re<iuire- 
moits  of  88  51.15  and  52.1598(f)  (3)  of  this  Chapter. 


Source 


Location 


Regulations  involyed  Effectiye  date  Final  com¬ 
pliance  date 


their  present  form,  will  be  effective  as  of 
January  1. 1975. 

The  FEA  is  also  proposing  an  amend- 
m^t  to  8  212.8S(c),  the  “special  pro¬ 
pane  rule”  of  Subpart  E.  to  provide  for 
the  ccmtinued  implemaitation  of  this 
provision  which  expired  by  its  terms  on 
July  31. 1975. 

In  addition,  in  light  of  the  fact  that 
the  Subpart  K  price  rules  have  b^  in 
place  for  nearly  a  year  and  since  a  con¬ 
tinuing  process  of  review  is  essential  to 
the  proper  functioning  of  vital  regulatory 
programs,  the  FEA  is  soUcitlng  general 
c(Hnment8  and  suggestions  respecting 
each  of  the  Subpart  K  price  rules.  In 
particular,  the  FEA  is  interested  in  re¬ 
ceiving  detailed  comments  as  to  the  need 
for  modification  of  the  price  rule  which 
permits  the  May  15, 1973  prices  for  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquids  and  natural  gas  liquid 
products  to  be  upwardly  adjusted  for  the 
pispose  of  computing  current  lawful 
product  prices.  Although  no  specific  reg¬ 
ulation  is  being  proposed  in  this  regard, 
an  outline  of  the  ty]^  of  rule  under  con¬ 
sideration  and  a  description  of  the  im¬ 
portant  issues  to  be  addressed  are  set 
forth  in  some  detail  below.  In  the  event 
that  the  Information  derived  from  these 
proceedings  is  sufficient  to  resolve  these 
issues,  a  final  rule  within  the  context  of 
the  outline  presented  may  be  adopted. 

I.  First  sale  prices  for  natural  gas 
ligvids.  Subpcurt  K  provides  that  where 
the  May  15.  1973,  first  sale  price  for  a 
natural  gas  llqnM  (NGL)  stream  was  de¬ 
termined  by  r^erenee  to  the  first  sale 


Agway  Petroleum  Cwp . - . <0  CRF  sec.  62.1598...  Immediately..  Mu.  1, 1W5 

AmmoanOQCo _ t . . . 

Ashland  Petroleum  Co . . . . . . . 

B.  L  DuPont  &  Co . Deepwater,  Salem  County . do. 

Ezx(m  Co.,  U.8.A . . . 

Fofd  Motor  Co . Edison,  Middlesex  County . do.. 

Gette  on  Co . - . do- 

Servioe  Station  Management . oo., 

Ooqp. 

Texaeo.... _ - _ _ _ 

Western  Electtic  Co.,  Inc . Princeton,  Mercer  County . do. 


do  . . 

....do. . 

.  Tan.  1, 1976 
.  Mar.  i,  1976 

.do . . . 

_ do... _ 

do 

Do. 

....do . 

Do. 

.«...do. 

.  Feb.  1, 1976 

...dn. 

.  Mar.  i;  1976 

.do . . . 

...M . 

Do. 

Do. 

.do. . 

. do . . 

Do. 

[FB  Doc.76-38071  Filed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 
[10  CFR  Part  212] 

MANDATORY  PETROLEUM  PRICE 
REGULATIONS 

Gas  Plant  Operations 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
(FEA)  hereby  gives  notice  of  a  proposal 
to  amend  Title  10,  Part  212  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  R^rulations  to  revise  the  Man¬ 
datory  Petroleum  Price  Regulations.  The 
FEA  will  receive  written  comments  and 
hold  a  public  hearing  with  respect  to 
this  proposal. 

Introduction 

On  December  9,  1974,  the  FEA  issued 
a  new  Subpart  K  of  the  Mandatory  Pe¬ 
troleum  Price  Regulations  (39  FR  44407, 
December  24,  1974),  containing  r^mla- 
tions  design^  specifically  to  cover  the 
prices  of  natural  gas  liquids  and  products 
produced  from  natural  gas  liquids,  in¬ 
cluding  propane,  effective  January  1, 
1975.  On  August  27, 1975,  the  FEA  issued 
several  corrective  amendments  to  the 


Subpart  K  price  rules  (40  FR  39851,  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1975) ,  effective  January  1,  1975, 
and  adopted  a  new  price  rule,  effective 
August  27,  1975,  for  natural  gas  liquids 
and  natural  gas  liquid  products  processed 
in  gas  plants  which  have  be«x  modern¬ 
ized  or  expanded  after  January  1,  1975. 

Since  the  promulgation  of  Subpart  K. 
FEA  has  received  numerous  requests 
and  inquiries  as  to  the  appropriate  inter¬ 
pretation  and  method  of  implication  of 
the  various  price  rules  contained  in  the 
subpart.  These  inquiries  have  made  ap¬ 
parent  the  need  for  certain  changes  in 
the  natural  gas  liquids  price  rules,  to  in¬ 
clude  provisions  which  were  inadvert¬ 
ently  omitted  and  to  adapt  the  existing 
provisions  more  specifically  to  gas  plant 
operations. 

Therefore,  several  specific  amend¬ 
ments  to  the  Subpart  K  price  rules  are 
being  proposed  to  implement  more  effec¬ 
tively  the  FE;A’s  price  policy  wiUi  respect 
to  gas  plant  operations.  In  light  of  the 
fact  that  these  proposals  are  intended  to 
effect  the  same  price  policy  refiected  in 
the  original  provisions  of  Subpart  K,  the 
proposed  amendments,  if  adopted  in 


prices  for  NGL  products  less  some  speci¬ 
fied  discount,  the  fi»t  sale  pMee  for  the 
stream  on  iiiat  date  may  bow  be  adjusted 
to  r^ect  the  adjusted  May  15. 1973  first 
sale  prices  penaltted  for  NOL  products 
under  8  212.164(a).  prevldod  fisat  the 
adjusted  price  for  the  raw  NCUL  stream 
continues  to  refiect  the  same  diseeunt 
as  was  in  effeet  on  that  dote.  Several 
processors  and  refiners  have  asserted 
that  the  language  of  8  212.1i4(b)  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  price  rule  contained  in  that 
paragnmh  aimlies  only  where  the  May 

15. 1973  selling  price  for  the  NOL  stream 
was  determined  under  contract  price  pro¬ 
visions  which  made  specific  reference  to 
prices  charged  on  that  date  for  NGL 
products  and  that  where  no  such  specific 
reference  was  made,  prioes  for  such  mixed 
streams  may  be  adjusted  to  refiect  a  May 

15. 1973  imputed  price  for  the  stream  of 
8.5  cents  for  the  propane  content.  9  cents 
for  the  butane  content,  and  10  cents  for 
the  natural  gasoline  content. 

The  difficulty  with  this  suggested  ap¬ 
plication  of  8  212.164(b) .  is  that,  as  a 
practical  matter,  the  May  15, 1973  prices 
which  processors  were  willing  to  pay  for 
unfractionated  NQL  streams  generally 
represented  a  dlscoimt  from  the  prices 
the  processor  received  for  its  fractionated 
products  to  take  into  account  the  costs  of 
further  processing  regardless  of  whether 
or  not  the  price  paid  for  the  raw  stream 
was  determined  pursuant  to  a  contract 
term  which  made  specific  reference  to  the 
purchaser’s  prices  charged  for  processed 
products.  To  permit  cme  processor  to  fully 
adjust  its  prioes  for  natural  gas  liquids 
to  the  price  levels  indicated  in  8  212.164 
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(a)  while  requiring  another  processor  to 
discount  its  prices  for  natural  gas  liquids 
from  the  same  price  levels  due  merely  to 
the  existence  on  May  15, 1973,  of  a  certain 
type  of  contractual  price  term  respecting 
—such  liquids,  despite  the  fact  that  both 
processors  charged  identical  prices  for 
natiiral  gas  liquids  on  May  IS,  1973,  would 
constitute  unequal  treatment  wUch  is 
not  justified. 

Moreover,  the  suggested  applicaticm 
would  pennit  the  adjusted  prices  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  S  212.164(a)  to  be  charged  at 
a  level  of  sale  prior  to  the  processing 
of  the  NGL  stream  into  its  compcHient 
products.  Since  the  reference  figure  origi¬ 
nally  used  by  the  FEA  in  determining  the 
appropriate  adjusted  May  15.  1973  price 
levels  for  these  products  was  the  arith¬ 
metic  average  of  the  prices  for  which 


for  natural  gasoline.  There  is  no  compa¬ 
rable  provision  Imputing  May  15,  1973 
first  sale  prices  for  mixed  natural  gas 
liquid  streams  processed  in  “new”  plants. 
Since  there  is  no  apparent  reason  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  price  incentive  for  the  construction 
of  new  plants  to  process  NGL  products 
without  providing  a  similar  incentive  for 
the  construction  of  facilities  to  extract  a 
mixed  NGL  stream,  an  additional  price 
rule  is  being  proposed  to  correct  the 
oversight. 

In  providing  for  adjusted  first  sale 
prices  of  mixed  NGL  streams  processed  in 
“old”  plants,  the  FEA  implemented  a 
price  rule,  §  212.164(b) ,  which  made  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  prices  charged  for  NGL 
products  on  that  date.  The  option  of  im¬ 
plementing  an  independent  adjusted  first 
sale  price  for  mixed  streams  stating  fixed. 


The  comments  FEA  has  received,  how¬ 
ever,  indicate  that  a  significant  number 
of  producer’s  have  field  separation  and 
extraction  facilities  with  respect  to  which 
substantial  nonproduct  cost  increases 
have  been  incurred.  Accordingly,  the  FEA 
proposes  that  §  212.165  providing  for  the 
passthrough  of  non-product  costs  be 
amended  so  that  producer-processors 
which  sell,  in  first  sale  transactions, 
mixed  NGL  streams  that  have  been  ex¬ 
tracted  from  natural  gas,  may  increase 
their  prices  for  these  liquids  to  reflect 
non-product  cost  increases  incurred.  The 
proposed  amendment  would  permit  first 
sale  prices  for  natural  gas  liquids  to  in¬ 
clude  an  increment  which  is  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  %  cent  per  gallon,  to  afford  pass¬ 
through  of  non-product  costs  associated 
with  the  extraction  of  these  liquids.  The 


some  fifty  firms  were  selling  processed 
propane  on  that  date,  to  permit  i»t>ducers 
and  processors  of  NGL’s  to  adjust  their 
May  15,  1973  prices  for  unfractionated 
NGL  streams  by  reference  to  this  same 
arithmetic  average  is  imjustlfied  within 
the  ccmtext  of  FEA’s  conclusions  reached 
pursuant  to  the  September  10  rulanaklng. 

In  ord«r  to  alleviate  the  appar^tly 
wide^read  misunderstanding  of  §  212.- 
164(b) ,  the  FEA  proposes  to  amend  the 
section  to  make  clear  that  the  language 
which  calls  for  the  establishment  of 
May  15,  1973,  first  sale  prices  of  NGL’s 
by  reference  to  the  first  sale  prices  for 
NCHi  products,  requires  only  that  the 
May  15,  1973  prices  paid  by  a  processor 
lor  unfractionated  NGL  streams  repre¬ 
sent  an  ascertainable  discount  from  the 
weighted  average  ot  prices  charged  by 
that  processor  on  that  date  for  NGL 
products  scdd  from  the  gas  plant;  not 
that  the  contractual  price  terms  by  which 
prices  for  raw  NGL  streams  were  deter¬ 
mined  on  that  date  must  have  made  spe- 
dAc  reference  to  prices  charged  for  prod¬ 
ucts  s(dd  from  the  plant. 


adjusted  May  15,  1973  first  sale  prices 
for  such  streams  was  rejected  due,  in 
part,  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  no 
practical  way  to  develop  an  industry 
composite  cost  of  processing  mixed  NGL 
streams  into  liquid  products  in  existing 
plants  since  the  costs  of  such  processing 
are  nearly  as  varied  as  the  number  of 
such  plants  currently  in  operation.  Thus, 
in  most  instances,*  a  fixed  differential  be¬ 
tween  the  maximum  lawful  prices  for 
mixed  NGL  streams  and  maximum  law- 
fiU  prices  for  NGL  products  processed  in 
existing  facilities  would  not  have  ac- 
ciirately  represented  a  given  gas  plant 
operator’s  actual  costs  of  fxniher  proc¬ 
essing. 

In  the  case  of  “new”  gas  plants,  how¬ 
ever,  the  FEA  has  tentatively  concluded 
that  there  is  a  consensus  in  ^e  industry 
that  the  most  efficient  processing  tech¬ 
nology  ciirrently  available  is  the  “cryo- 
goiic”  method.  Since  the  costs  associated 
with  this  method  do  not  vary  greatly 
from  plant  to  plant,  it  is  possible  to 
synthesize  an  average  figure  which  fairly 
represents  an  Industry  composite  of  costs 


In  addition,  the  FEA  proposes  to  amend  atWbutal^  to  toe  further 

toe  section  to  require  that  toe  discount'  Proces^  ^  a  ^ed  J^L  str^  in  a 


represented  in  toe  prices  charged  on 
May  15,  1973  for  unfractionated  NGL 
is  to  be  Computed  on  a  percent¬ 
age  basis  and  that  the  adjusted  May  15, 
1973  price  for  the  mixed  stream  is  to  be 
eahmlated  so  as  to  maintain  toe  same 
percentage  discount  which  existed  on 
th*.t  date.  ^  maintaining,  on  a  per¬ 
centage  basis,  the  May  15,  1973  differ¬ 
ential  in  prices  charged  by  a  producer 
and  the  processing  purchaser  of  its 
UQUids,  toe  price  rule  will  permit  each 
entity  to  share,  in  that  same  proportion, 
the  benefits  of  toe  adjustments  permitted 
undo*  Subpart  K.  Moreover,  maintenance 
of  this  percentage  differential  win  place 
producers  which  sold  to  processors  at  a 
fixed  price  on  May  15, 1973,  on  toe  same 
footing,  r^ttve  to  toe  May  15, 1973  price 
adjustments  permitted  under  Subpart  K, 
as  those  which  sold  imder  net-back  ar¬ 
rangements  on  that  date. 

n.  Imputed  'May  15.  1973  prices  for 
natural  gas  liquids.  Subpart  K  provides 
in  1 212.164(c)  for  Imputed  May  15, 1973, 
first  sale  prices  for  natural  gas  liquid 
products  processed  In  "new”  gas  plants 
of  $.13  per  galkm  for  propane,  $.125  per 


recently  constructed  plant.  The  FEA  has 
tentatively  concltided  tost  toe  average 
cost  of  fractionating  a  mixed  NGL  stream 
in  such  a  plant  is  cent  per  gallon  of 
product  derived.  Accordingly,  FEA  is 
proposing  that  a  new  provision  be  added 
to  §  212.164  to  Impute  May  15, 1973,  first 
sale  prices  for  natural  gas  liquids  proc¬ 
essed  in  “new”  gas  plants  of  $.115  per  gal¬ 
lon  for  toe  propane  content,  $.12  per 
gallon  for  toe  butane  content,  and  $.13 
per  gallon  for  toe  natural  gasoline  con¬ 
tent. 

in.  Non-product  cost  allowances.  Sub¬ 
part  K  curroitly  provides  that  a  proc¬ 
essor  which  sells  NGL  products  may  in¬ 
crease  its  first  sale  price  for  those  prod¬ 
ucts  ^  a  maximum  of  Yi  cent  per  gallon 
to  refiect  actual  non-product  cost  in¬ 
creases  Incurred  since  May  15,  1973.  No 
comparable  incremental  non-product 
cost  Increase  was  luxivlded  for  producers 
or  processors  who  s^  mixed  NGL 
streams  in  first  sale  transactions.  The 
reason  for  this  was  F^’s  understMWling 
that  lumlucers  which  sell  mixed  NGL 
streams  sddom.  If  ever,  incur  substan¬ 
tially  Increased  non-product  costs  attrib- 


gaim  for  butane,  and  $.135  per  gallon  utable  to  gas  plant  (»)erations. 


proposed  amendment  would  also  provide 
that  first  sale  prices  for  toe  natural  gas 
liquid  products  derived  from  such  liquids 
coiild  include  an  Increment  which,  when 
added  to  toe  non-product  cost  increment 
Included  in  the  price  oU  the  mixed 
stream,  would  not  be  in  excess  of  cent 
per  gallon.  The  proposal  would  accord¬ 
ingly  require  that  toe  seller  of  toe  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquids  certify  to  its  purchasers, 
the  amoiuit  of  the  non-product  cost  in¬ 
crement  Included  in  its  first  sale  price 
for  toe  mixed  streams.  An  additional 
amendment  to  this  effect  is  therefore 
being  proposed. 

The  comments  also  indicate  that,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  method  by  which  FEA 
permits  producers  and  processors  to 
share  in  the  recoupment  of  non-product 
cost  increases,  toe  V2  cent  limitation  may 
be  Insufficient  to  permit  toe  recoupment 
by  certain  processors  of  an  such  Increases 
actually  Incurred.  The  PEA  recognized 
that,  under  such  circmnstances,  toe  V2 
cent  limitation  may  work  an  inequity 
which  is  sufficient  to  justify  toe  granting 
of  relief  frcun  toe  burden  Inqxised  by  this 
limitation.  The  FEA  has  determined, 
however,  that  at  present  toe  exceptions 
process  is  toe  most  apprc^rlate  niecha- 
nism  for  toe  granting  of  such  reUef.  Ac¬ 
cordingly.  firms  which  can  demonstrate 
that  the  Subpart  K  limitation  on  toe 
passthrough  of  non-product  cost  in¬ 
creases  significantly  impairs  their  ability 
to  recover  all  non-product  cost  Increases 
inciured  should  seek  relief  fnun  FEA’s 
Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  toe  procedures  set  forth 
in  Part  205  of  FEA’s  regulations.  For  a 
discussion  of  the  basis  upon  which  such 
relief  may  be  granted,  see  Superior  Oil 
Co..  2  FEA  Par.  83,271  (August  29,  1975) . 

IV.  Unrecouped  increased  product 
costs.  Since  crude  oil  refiners  have  been 
permitted  to  Implement  toe  “twelve 
^  month  rule”  of  §  212.83(c)  (iii)  in  appor- 
'  tioning  increased  crude  oil  and  product 
*  costs  to  propane,  FEA  has  tentatively 
concluded  that  a  similar  provision  should 
i  be  implemented  for  NGL  processors  sub- 
'  ject  to  Subpart  K.  This  is  especially  so 
'  in  light  of  toe  fact  that  most  major 
(  crude  oil  refiners  are  currently  permitted 
^  to  compute  a  portion  of  torir  Increased 

-  product  costs  attributable  to  propane  de- 

-  rived  from  natural  gas  by  reference  to 
Subpart  K  and  are  concurr^tly  pomlt- 
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ted  to  apportion  such  costs  pursuant  to  information  necessary  for  compliance  therein  to  the  specific  years  1974  and 
the  “twelve  month  rule”  of  SulH>art  E.  with  these  provisions,  the  FEA  is  pro-  1975.  If  this  amendment  is  adopted,  the 
Provision  of  an  analogous  means  of  £«-  posin^r  to  attend  the  Subpart  K  regula-  twelve  month  period  covered  by  the  spe- 
portioning  such  costs  for  NGL  proces-  tions  to  require  that  sellers  and  pur-  cial  prop>ane  rule  will  begin  anew  on 
SOTS  which  are  not  also  subject  to  Sub-  chasers  of  natural  gas  liquids  certify  to  August  1  of  each  year  during  which  tlie 
part  E  therefore  appears  justified.  cme  another  the  incremental  amounts  in-  regulation  remains  in  effect. 

Therefore,  the  PEA  proposes  to  amend  eluded  in  their  prices  for  natural  gas  vm.  First  sale  prices  for  natural  gas 
§  212.167  to  provide  that,  notwithstand-  liquids  and  natural  gas  liquid  products,  liquid  products  according  to  location  of 
Ing  the  provisions  of  §  212.167  (c)  and  respectively,  which  are  relevant  for  the  sole.  Subpart  K  currently  provides  for  ad- 
(e) ,  an  NGL  processor  may,  in  comput-  purposes  of  computing  lawful  prices  in  justment  of  a  firm’s  actual  May  15,  1973 
ing  first  sale  prices  for  propane  for  each  accordance  with  the  Subpart  K  price  selling  prices  for  natural  gas  liquid 
twelve  month  period  of  August  1  through  rules.  (“NGL”)  products  to  price  levels  of  8.5 

July  31,  allocate  increased  product  costs  VL  Calculation  of  increased  product  cents  per  gallon  for  propane,  9  cents  per 
attributable  to  natural  gas  liquid  prod-  costs  attributable  to  “new”  natural  gas  gallon  for  butane,  and  10  cents  per  gal- 
ucts  disproportionately  to  its  sales  of  Uguids  and  natural  gas  liquid  products,  ion  for  natural  gasoline,  for  purposes  of 
propane  or  other  products,  provided  that  Secticai  212.168  now  provides  that  an  determinipg  current  lawful  prices  for 
the  ratio  of  increased  costs  allocated  to  imputed  May  15,  1973  price  of  either  23  those  products.  These  adjusted  price 
propane  compared  to  the  total  of  in-  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  (MCP)  or  levels  were  chosen  essentially  by  refer- 
creased  costs  allocated  to  all  NGL  prod-  23  cents  per  million  BTU  for  residue  ence  to  the  arithmetic  average  of  the 
ucts  during  that  twelve  month  period,  is  natural  gas  is  to  be  used  where  the  resi-  p>osted  price  for  whidi  some  fifty  firms 
the  same  as  the  ratio  of  the  total  sales  due  gas  stream  from  which  the  natural  were  selling  propane.  For  the  most  part, 
of  propane  compared  to  the  total  sales  of  K^s  liquids  have  been  extracted  was  not,  those  posted  prices  represented  prices 
all  NGL  products  for  that  period.  in  fact,  sold  on  May  15,  1973,  and  that,  charged  for  the  product  at  or  near  the  gas 

An  additional  aspect  of  the  proposal  under  such  circumstances,  the  imputed  plant  or  refinery  gate.  As  a  result,  a 
described  above  is  that  it  would  permit  Price  is  to  be  used  r^ardless  of  whether  significant  aspect  of  the  Subpart  K  price 
processors  to  a{HX)rtion  costs  attributable  or  not  the  gas  plant  began  operations  rules  providing  for  adjust^  May  15, 1973 
to  propane  to  i^es  charged  for  butane  after  May  15,  1973.  This  imputed  price  prices,  §  212.164,  is  that  the  rule  does  not 
and  natural  gasoline.  The  comments  in-  is  to  be  used  in  calculating  increased  na-  provide  for  the  application  of  upwardly 
dlcate  that,  since  NGL  processors  gen-  tural  gas  shrinkage  costs  attributable  to  adjusted  May  15,  1973  product  prices  In 
erally  have  lesser  total  Increased  prod-  boUi  natural  gas  liquids  and  natural  gas  determining  current  lawful  selling  prices 
uct  costs  than  crude  oil  refiners,  seasonal  liquid  products  under  such  circumstances,  at  locations  other  than  the  gas  plant  or 
application  of  these  costs  on  proi>ane  The  FEA  has  be^  informed  that.  In  refinery  gate  where  actual  May  15,  1973 
may  not  permit  processors  to  justify  pro-  certain  instances,  gas  streams  which  product  prices  were  at  or  above  the 
pane  prices  at  levels  equal  to  those  were  not  sold  on  May  15, 1973,  were  sub-  arithmetic  average  referenced  in  i  212.- 
whlch  can  be  justified  by  crude  oil  re-  ^uently  produced  and  processed,  and  i64. 

finers  under  Subpart  E.  Moreover,  if  residue  gas  sold  at  a  lurice  less  than  jn  those  circumstances  where  a  firm 
prices  charged  for  propane  during  the  23  cents  per  thotisand  cubic  feet  (MCP)  made  May  15,  1973  sales  to  a  f.iajw  ©f 
VTinter  months  are  not  sufficient  to  re-  23  cents  per  million  BTU.  Since  the  purchaser  at  some  point  other  than  a  gaa 
coup  all  of  the  increased  moduct  costs  use  under  such  circumstuices  of  the  23  plant  or  refinery  gate,  the  prices  charged 
incurred  by  processors  during  the  year,  c«it  imputed  price  in  calculating  in-  in  such  sales  typically  represent^  a  lower 
such  costs  may  remain  unrecouped  for  creased  shirinkage  would  result  in  the  product  price— charged  at  the  plant  or 
the  entire  period.  If  these  unrecoveiM  computation  of  a  lesser  amount  of  in-  refinery,  plxis  the  cost  of  transportation 
costs  are  permitted  to  be  allocated  dis-  creased  shrinkage  costs  than  those  t©  p©int  of  sale.  In  some  cases,  there-  , 
proportionately  dming  the  summer  to  actually  incurred,  the  FEIA  is  proposing  f©re,  actual  May  15,  1973  prices  at  dis-  ’ 
pri<^  charged  for  butane  and  natural  ^  amend  S  212.168  to  provide  that,  where  tmit  points  of  sale  were  at  levels  in  excess 
gasoline,  products  for  which  demand  is  ^  natural  gas  stream  was  not  sold  on  May  ©j  qj©  adjusted  prices  permitted 
not  seastmal,  processors  will  be  in  a  bet-  the  lowest  oi  the  actual  initial  j  212.164(a),  even  thnngh  those  prices 

ter  position  to  recover  tdl  increased  costs  sales  price  of  the  residue  gas  or  23  coits  may  have  been  determined,  directly  or 
of  product  actually  incurred  during  the  thousand  cubic  feet  (MCF)  or  per  indirectly,  by  reference  to  product  prices 
year.  million  BTU  for  residue  natural  gas  may  ©t  a  posting  point  which  were  less  than 

V.  Certification  of  adjusted  May  15,  ^  used  as  an  imputed  May  15, 1973  price  adjusted  prices  permitted  under 
1973  prices  between  purchasers  and  thebr  for  the  gas  stream.  5  212.164(a),  with  the  balance  of  the 

suppliers.  The  corrective  amendments  to  Special  propane  rule  for  refiners  of  May  15, 1973  prices  at  distant  points  rep- 

Subpart  K,  issued  on  August  27, 1975,  and  crttde  oil.  Currently,  Subpart  E  of  the  resenting  the  cost  of  transportation  to 
one  of  the  amendments  proposed  today  FEA  price  regulations  provides  a  twelve  Uiose  points. 

require  that,  in  the  pex  gallon  nionth  period  August  1,  1974,  through  in  some  circumstances,  the  Subpart  K 

amount  of  nonproduct  and  product  cost  July  31, 1975,  over  which  refiners  are  re-  price  rules  result  in  lavdul  sales  prices 
Increases  which  may  be  included  in  law-  quired  to  comply  with  four  specific  price  at  distant  points  of  sale  which  reflect 
ful  prices  foe  liquid  products,  firms  which  rules  relative  to  the  apportlonm^t  of  the  upward  adjustments  to  May  15, 1973 
sell  those  luoducts  in  first  sale  trans-  various  increased  product  costs  to  pro-  product  prices.  Thus,  where  prices 
actions  must  make  reference  to  the  p^  pane.  At  the  time  this  “twelve  month  charged  by  firmg  sAiUng  at  the  gas  plant 
gallon  amount  Ol  non-product  cost  in-  rule”  was  implemented ,  the  FEA  limited  level  are  adjusted  under  the  price  rule 
creases  and  the  adjustments  to  May  15,  application  to  the  single  twelve  ©f  s  212.164(a),  prices  charged  for  the 
1973,  mices  included  in  the  lawful  prices  month  period  described  above  because  it  game  products  by  firmg  that  iHirchase 
charged  by  their  suppliera  of  mixtyj  na-  appeared  that  the  Emergency  Petroleum  those  products  at  the  gas  plant  resell 
tural  gas  liquids.  In  addition,  the  veo-  Allocation  Act  of  1973  (EPAA),  from  tham  at  distant  points  of  sale  Include 
posed  amendments  contain  provisions  vdiich  the  FEA  dolves  its  authc^ty  to  those  adjustments  in  the  form  of  in- 
wfaich  require  that,  in  calculatiirg  the  impl^nent  the  Mfmdatory  Pewoleum  creased  product  costs  ahlch  can  be 
adjustmarts  to  May  15,  1973,  mioes  Prtce  Regulations,  would  expire  at  the  passed  through  by  the  reseller  firm,  with- 
whlch  may  be  used  in  computing  maxi-  Ud®  period.  In  light  of  the  fact  ©ut  regard  to  whether  or  not  the 

mum  lawful  prices  for  natural  gas  liquids,  FEA’s  price  control  authority  under  May  15.  1973  prices  of  the  reseller  firm 

firms  whlrii  sell  natural  gas  llquidB  at  ^®  FIPAA  has  been  temporarily  extended  were  above  or  briow  the  adjusted  price 
fixed  prices  in  first  sale  transactions  must  since  the  considerations  which  led  levels  referenced  in  5  212.164.  However, 

make  reference  to  the  MDsy  15,  1973,  to  the  implementation  of  the  original  imdo:  otlm  circumstances,  it  appears 
prices  for  natural  gas  liquid  products  of  twelve  numth  innvlskm  remain  valid,  the  that  another  firm’s  lawful  sales  prices 
j  the  firm  wlilefa  purchases  the  mixed  FEA  proposes  an  amendment  to  file  spe-  permitted  under  Sulgiart  K  at  the  same 
Stream.  In  order  to  facilitate  the  flow  of  cial  propane  rule  to  delete  the  r^erences  distant  points  of  sale  do  not  nffiect  the 
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adjusted  May  15,  1973  prices.  ITius, 
where  a  gas  processor  made  sales  at 
those  points  on  May  15,  1973,  at  prices 
in  excess  of  the  adjusted  May  15,  1973 
prices,  no  provision  has  been  made  for 
a  similar  adjustment  to  these  higher  dis¬ 
tant  sales  prices.  Application  of  the  ad¬ 
justments  permitted  under  §  212.164  has 
therefore  resulted  for  s(Mne  firms  In  a  re¬ 
duction  or  elimination  of  historical 
transportation  cost  price  differentials  in 
their  prices  across  the  country,  since 
prices  in  areas  close  to  gas  plants  or 
refineries,  which  have  historically  been 
relatively  low,  are  adjusted  upward  while 
prices  at  distant  sales  points  which  have 
historically  been  relatively  higher  to  re¬ 
flect  added  costs  of  transportation,  have 
not  been  uniformly  adjusted. 

The  FEA  is  therefore  considering  the 
amendment  of  S  212.164  to  provide  for  a 
method  of  implementing  the  adjustments 
to  May  15,  1973  first  sale  prices  In  a 
manner  that  would  permit  historical 
geogrt^hlcal  price  differentials  based  on 
transportation  costs  to  be  maintained. 
Before  such  an  amendment  can  be 
adopted,  however,  the  FEA  has  identified 
a  need  for  comprehensive  data  on  two 
essential  aspects  of  this  proposal. 

The  first  consideration  is  the  historic 
role  of  geographic  price  differentials  in 
the  marketing  of  natural  gas  liquids  and 
liquid  products.  The  FEA  has  received 
several  requests  and  inquiries  providing 
insight  as  to  the  part  these  differentials 
have  tradiUon^y  played  in  the  context 
of  an  unregTilated  market,  but  there  re¬ 
mains  a  need  for  more  thorough  exam¬ 
ination  of  this  historic  role  from  the 
perspective  of  marketer  and  consumer, 
alike.  Furthermore,  the  FEA  would  like 
to  examine  the  need,  or  lack  thereof,  for 
the  maintenance  of  this  historic  mech¬ 
anism  of  price  differentials  within  the 
context  of  the  Mandatory  Petroleiim 
Price  and  Allocation  Regulations.  Infor¬ 
mation  and  views  on  this  latter  consid¬ 
eration  would  be  particularly  helpful. 

Secondly,  in  the  event  that  the  need  for 
the  implementation  of  the  adjusted 
May  15, 1973  price  rule  in  a  manner  de¬ 
signed  to  maintain  some  system  of  geo¬ 
graphic  price  differentials  is  establi^ed, 
information  and  views  as  to  the  most 
appropriate  method  of  implementing 
such  a  price  rule  is  solicited.  To  date, 
the  FEA  has  considered  the  proposal  of 
a  price  rule  providing  that  May  15, 1973 
sales  prices  for  natural  gas  liquid  prod¬ 
ucts  at  distant  sales  points  could  be  ad¬ 
justed  to  price  levels  which  refiect  a 
May  15,  1973  product  price  of  8.5  cents 
per  gallon  for  propane,  9  cents  per  gallon 
for  butane,  and  10  cents  per  gallon  for 
natuial  gasoline,  plus  the  actual  cost  on 
that  date  of  transporting  the  product 
from  thatsfirm’s  nearest  gas  plant,  re¬ 
finery  or  posting  point,  to  the  point  of 
sale.  However,  potential  difficulties  with 
this  approach  have  been  raised  (e.g.,  the 
administrative  burden,  the  fact  that  it 
departs  from  the  historic  method  of 
determining  these  prices  and  differen¬ 
tials,  and  the  possible  resultant  aggrava¬ 
tion  of  existW  price  disparities  at  dis¬ 
tant  sales  points  where  product  from 


varied  sources  Is  marketed).  The  FEA 
has  alternatively  considered  the  proposal 
of  a  rule  which  would  provide  for  the 
pass  through  In  product  prices  of  the 
increased  costs  of  transportation  as  a 
means  of  achieving  geographic  differen¬ 
tials,  but  objections  to  this  ai^roach 
have  likewise  been  raised.  Also  considered 
has  been  a  method  whereby  a  single  in¬ 
crement  representing  the  differmce  be¬ 
tween  only  those  May  15,  1973  selling 
prices  which  did  not  include  any  element 
of  transportation  and  the  adjusted 
May  15, 1973  price  levels  would  be  calcu¬ 
lated  by  each  firm  and  which  could  then 
be  added  to  the  actual  May  15, 1973  sell¬ 
ing  prices,  including  those  at  distant 
points.  Although  such  a  rule  would  tend 
to  reinstate  transportaticxi  cost  price 
differentials  for  individual  firms,  it  could 
aggravate  price  disparity  problems  be¬ 
tween  firms.  Thus,  for  example,  two 
firms  that  had  comparable  prices  on 
May  15, 1973  which  were  in  excess  of  the 
adjusted  May  15,  1973  price  might  have 
different  prices  currently  under  such  an 
alternative  formulation  of  the  rule, 
simply  because  one  firm  had  sales  at  less 
than  the  adjusted  May  15, 1973  price  at 
some  other  location,  and  the  other  firm 
did  not. 

Because  of  the  drawbacks  associated 
with  the  price  rules  outlined  above  and 
in  light  of  the  liklihood  that  similar  dis¬ 
advantages  would  attach  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  any  cost-based  system  of 
administered  geographic  price  differen¬ 
tials,  interested  persons  commenting  on 
this  aspect  of  these  proposals  should  note 
that  the  adoption  by  FEA  of  such  a  rule, 
absent  a  convincing  demonstration  that 
such  a  rule  is  both  necessary  and 
feasible,  is  unlikely.  Persons  favoring  the 
adoption  of  such  a  rule  should  therefore 
present,  in  detail,  the  justification  for  the 
rule  and  the  proposed  method  of  imple¬ 
mentation,  taking  all  of  the  above  con¬ 
siderations  into  account. 

PROCEOXniES  FOR  WRITTEN  COMMENTS  AND 

Public  Hearing 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proceeding  by  submitting 
data,  views  or  arguments  with  respect  to 
both  the  proposals  set  forth  herein  and 
the  corrective  amendments  issued  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1975,  to  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions,  Ro(Kn  3309,  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Box  EO,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461. 

Comments  should  be  identified  on  the 
outside  oivelope  and  on  docmnents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  FEA  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions  with  the  designation  “Pn^iosed 
Amendments  to  the  Price  Regulations  for 
Natural  Oas  Liquids  and  Natural  Gas 
Liquid  Porducts.”  Fifteen  copies  should 
be  submitted.  All  c^onments  received  by 
Monday,  November  3,  1975,  before  4:30 
pjn.,  d.s.t.,  and  all  other  relevant  in¬ 
formation,  will  be  considered  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  before  final 
action  is  ti^n  cm  the  prcq^o^ls. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  parson  furnishing  it  to  be  ccmfidential 
must  be  so  identified  and  siriMnitted  in 
writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEIA  reserves 


the  right  to  determine  the  confidential 
status  of  the  information  or  data  and  to 
treat  it  cu:cording  to  its  determination. 

The  pifUic  hearing  r^arding  the  cor¬ 
rective  amendments  and  proposals  will 
be  held  beginning  at  9:30  am.,  d.s.t.,  on 
Thursday,  November  6,  1975,  and  will  be 
continued  if  necessary  on  Friday,  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1975,  in  Room  2105,  2000  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in  order  to 
receive  comments  frwn  Interested  per¬ 
sons  on  the  matters  set  forth  herein. 

Any  person  who  has  an  Interest  in  this 
matter,  or  who  is  a  representative  of  a 
group  or  class  of  persons  that  has  an 
interest  in  this  matter,  may  make  written 
request  for  an  opportimity  to  make  oral 
presentation.  Such  a  request  should  be 
directed  to  Executive  Communications, 
Rocmi  3309,  FEA,  and  must  be  received 
before  4:30  pm.,  d.8.t.,  on  Thursday,  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1975.  Such  a  request  may  be 
hand  delivered  to  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions,  Room  3309, 12th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  WashingUm,  D.C.  20461, 
between  the  hours  of  8  am.  and  4:30  pm., 
Monday  through  Friday.  The  person 
making  the  request  should  be  prepared  to 
describe  the  interest  concerned;  if  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  state  why  he  is  a  proper 
representative  of  a  group  or  class  of  per¬ 
sons  that  has  such  a  interest;  and  to  give 
a  concise  summary  of  the  proposed  oral 
presentation  and  a  phone  number  where 
he  may  be  contacted  through  Friday,  Oc- 
tobe*  31, 1975.  Eadi  person  sheeted  to  be 
heard  will  be  so  notified  by  the  FEA  be¬ 
fore  4:30  pm.,  dA.t.,  Friday,  October  31, 
1975,  and  must  sulunit  100  copies  (rf  his 
statement  to  Executive  Ciunmunica- 
tions,  FEA,  Room  2214,  2000  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washingtem,  D.C.,  20461,  before 
4:30  pm.,  d.s.t.,  on  Monday,  November 
3,  1975. 

The  FEA  reserves  the  right  to  select  the 
persons  to  be  heard  at  these  hearings,  to 
schedule  th^  respective  presentations 
and  to  establish  the  procedures  govern¬ 
ing  the  conduct  of  the  hectrings.  The 
l«igth  of  each  presentation  may  be  lim¬ 
ited,  based  (m  the  number  of  persons  re¬ 
questing  to  be  heard. 

An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearii^s.  These  will  not  be 
judicial  or  evidentiary-lype  hearings. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
conducting  the  hearings,  and  there  will 
be  no  cross-examination  of  person  pre¬ 
senting  statements.  Any  decision  made  by 
the  FEA  with  respect  to  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  hearings  will  be  based  on  all 
information  availiUile  to  the  FEA.  At  the 
conclusion  of  all  initial  oral  statements, 
each  person  who  has  made  an  oral  state- 
*ment  will  be  given  the  opportimity,  if  he 
so  desires,  to  make  a  rebuttal  statement. 
The  rebuttal  statmoats  will  be  given  in 
the  order  in  which  the  Initial  statements 
were  made  and  will  be  subject  to  time 
limitations. 

Any  interested  person  may  sulmiit 
questions,  to  be  asked  of  any  person  mak¬ 
ing  a  statement  at  the  hearings,  to  Ex¬ 
ecutive  OommunicatlCTOS,  FEA,  before 
4:30  pm.,  d.s.t.,  Monday,  Nevoidier  3, 
1975.  Any  persem  who  wishes  to  ask  a 
question  at  the  hearings  may  submit  the 
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question,  in  writing,  to  the  presiding  offi¬ 
cer.  The  PEA  or  the  presiding  officer,  if 
the  question  is  submitted  at  the  hear¬ 
ings,  will  determine  whether  the  question 
is  relevant,  and  whether  the  time  limita¬ 
tions  permit  it  to  be  presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearings 
will  be  annoimced  by  the  presiding  officer. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearings  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  including  the  transcript,  will  be  re¬ 
tained  by  the  FEA  and  made  available 
for  inspection  at  the  Administrator’s  Re¬ 
ception  Area,  Room  3400,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  12th  &  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of 
8  a.m.  and  4:30  pm.,  Monday  through 
Friday.  Any  person  may  purchase  a  copy 
of  the  transcript  from  toe  reporter. 

As  required  by  section  7(c)(2)  of  toe 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  a  copy  of  this  no¬ 
tice  has  been  submitted  to  toe  Adminis¬ 
trator  of  toe  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  for  his  comment  concerning  the 
Impact  of  this  proposal  on  toe  quality 
of  the  environment.  The  Administrator 
had  no  comments  on  this  proposal. 

All  toe  proposed  amendments  con¬ 
tained  herein  have  been  reviewed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Executive  Order  11821, 
Issued  November  27, 1974,  and  have  been 
determined  not  to  be  of  a  nature  that  re¬ 
quires  an  evaltiation  of  their  inflationary 
impact'  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
11821. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,  Pub.  L.  93-159,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-511  and  by  Pub.  L.  94-99;  Federal  Energy 
Administration  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275; 
E.O.  11790,  39  FB  23185). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  212  of  Chapter 
n.  Title  10  of  toe  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  as  set  forth  below,  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  1, 1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
15,1975. 

Robert  E.  Montgomery,  Jr., 

General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1.  Section  212.164  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (b) ,  by  toe  redesignation  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)  as  paragraph  (e) ,  and  by  toe 
addition  of  a  new  paragraph  (d)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  212.164  Adjusted  May  15,  1973  first 

sale  price. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(b)  Natural  gas  liquids.  For  purposes 
of  determining  lawful  prices  of  natural 
gas  liquids  in  a  flrst  sale,  if  toe  flrst  sale 
price  of  natural  gas  liquids  on  May  15, 
1973,  represented  a  discount  from  toe 
lawful  fli^t  sale  prices  of  natural  gas  Uq- 
uid  products  at  to6  nearest  sales  point 
for  such  products  on  that  date,  a  flrai 
may  use.  in  lieu  of  toe  actual  May  15, 
1973  flrst  sale  prices  of  natural  gas  liq¬ 
uids.  flrst  sale  prices  of  not  more  than 
$.085  per  gallon  for  toe  propane  content, 
not  more,  than  $.09  per  c^on  for  the 
butane  content,  and  not  more  than  $.10 
per  gallon  for  toe  natural  gasoline  con¬ 


tent,  provided  that  toe  natural  gas  liq¬ 
uids  flrst  sale  prices  used  shall  be  reduced 
by  toe  same  percentage  discount  from 
these  adjusted  flrst  sale  prices  for  toe 
component  natural  gas  liquid  products  as 
toe  actual  May  15.  1973  flrst  sale  prices 
of  natural  gas  liquids  were  reduced  from 
the  actual  May  15,  1973  selling  prices  of 
natural  gas  liquid  products  at  toe  near¬ 
est  sales  point  for  such  products. 

•  •  •  «  ^ 

(d)  Imputed  May  15.  1973  first  sale 
prices  for  natural  gas  liquids  from  new 
gas  plants  where  groundbreaking  did  not 
occur  until  January  1, 1975,  or  thereafter. 
For  purposes  of  determining  lawful  prices 
of  natural  gas  liquids  produced  in  a  gas 
plant  where  groundbreaking  did  not  oc¬ 
cur  until  January  1,  1975,  or  thereafter, 
a  Arm  may  use  as  the  weighted  average 
price  at  which  natural  gas  liquids  were 
lawfully  priced  in  flrst  transactions  on 
May  15,  1973,  prices  of  not  more  than 
$.115  per  gallon  for  propane  content,  not 
more  than  $.12  per  gallon  for  butane  con¬ 
tent,  and  npt  more  than  $.13  per  gallon 
for  natural  gasoline  content. 

•  *  •  •  • 

2.  Section  212.165  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  212.165  Increased  non-product  costs. 

(a)  The  flrst  sale  price  of  natural  gas 
liquids  may  be  increased  by  an  amoimt 
which  is  not  more  than  $.00375  per  gallon 
in  excess  of  toe  amount  otherwise  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  charged  pursuant  to  toe 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  to  reflect  non¬ 
product  cost  Increases  which  have  been 
incurred  since  May  15,  1973.  The  flrst 
sale  price  of  natural  gas  liquid  products 
may  be  increased  by  an  amount  which, 
when  added  to  toe  amount  of  non-prod¬ 
uct  costs  certifled  as  included  in  prices 
charged  for  purchased  natural  gas  liq¬ 
uids  is  not  more  than  $.005  per  gsdlon 
in  excess  of  toe  amount  otherwise  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  charged  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart,  to  reflect  non¬ 
product  cost  increases  which  have  been 
incurred  since  May  15,  1973.  Records 
shall  be  maintained  to  show  that  the  in¬ 
creased  non-product  costs  attributable 
to  gas  plant  operations,  under  ciistomary 
accounting  procedures  generally  accepted 
and  historically  and  consistently  Applied 
by  toe  Arm  concerned,  and  sufficient  to 
Justify  toe  amount  of  toe  price  Increase 
permitted  under  this  section  on  a  dollar- 
for-doUar  passthrough  basis. 

3.  Section  212.167  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graphs  (c)  and  (e),  to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.167  Allocation  of  increased  prod¬ 
uct  costs. 

•  •  *  •  *  •  ' 

(c)  Increased  product  costs  allocable 
to  propane. , 

The  total*  sanount  of  Increased  prod¬ 
uct  costs  allocable  to  the  price  of  pro¬ 
pane  derived  from  a  partictflar  volume  of 
natural  gas  for  each  twelve  month  period 
of  August  1  through  July  31,  shall  not 
exceed  the  amount  of  increase  product 
costs  determined  pursuant  to  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  this  section  to  be  attribu¬ 


table  to  that  volume  of  natural  gas  and 
allocable  to  toe  sales  volume  of  natural 
gas  liquid  products  derived  therefrom 

multiplied  by^  where: 

V  a 

Vo = The  total  volume  of  all  natural  gas 
liquid  products  derived  from  that  volume  of 
natwal  gas  and  sold  during  the  period  Au¬ 
gust  1  through  July  31,  and 
Vp=The  total  volume  of  prt^ane  derived 
from  that  volume  of  natural  gas  and  sold 
during  the  period  August  1  through  July  31. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Carry-forward  of  unrecovered  in¬ 
creased  product  costs.  Increased  product 
costs  calculated  pursuant  to  this  section 
and  not  recovered  in  sales  revenues  in 
toe  current  month  may  be  carried  for¬ 
ward  for  recovery  in  a  subsequent  month, 
provided  that  such  recovered  increased 
product  costs  shall  be  allocated  to  prices 
as  provided  in  this  section. 

4.  Part  212  is  being  amended  by  toe  ad¬ 
dition  of  a  new  §  212.171,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  212.171  Certification  requirements. 

(a)  Certification  to  purchasers  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  liquids  and  natural  gas  liquid 
products.  E^ach  seller  of  natural  gas  liq¬ 
uids  and  natural  gas  liquid  products  shall 
certify  to  each  class  of  purchaser:  (1) 
The  per  gallon  increment  Included  in  toe 
price  charged  to  that  class  which  results 
from  the  use  by  the  seller  of  an  adjusted 
May  15, 1973  selling  price  under  9  212.164, 
in  determining  toe  lawful  price  to  that 
class;  and  (2)  toe  per  gallon  Incranent 
included  in  toe  price  charged  to  that 
class  which  reflects  non-product  cost  in¬ 
creases  incurred  by  toe  seller  and  passed 
through  pursuant  to  9  212.165. 

(b)  Certification  to  sellers  of  natural 
gas  liquids.  Each  purchaser  of  natiual  gas 
liquids  which  further  processes  such  liq¬ 
uids  and  sells  the  natural  gas  liquid  prod¬ 
ucts  shall  certify  to  each  seller  from 
which  it  purchases  natural  gas  liquids, 
the  per  gallon  Increment  Included  in  its 
prices  charged  for  natural  gas  liquid 
products  which  results  from  toe  use  of 
an  adjusted  May  15,  1973  selling  price 
under  9  212.164  in  determining  toe  law¬ 
ful  price  charged  for  toe  natural  gas  liq¬ 
uid  products. 

5.  Section  212.168  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  212.168  Increased  product  costs  for 
natural  gas  liquids  and  natural  gas 
liquid  products  derived  from  a  new 
gas  stream. 

For  purposes  of  determining  Increased 
product  costs  attributable  to  natural  gas 
liquids  and  natural  gas  liquid  products 
produced  from  a  new  gas  stream  where 
no  sale  of  the  residue  gas  was  made  on 
May  15, 1973,  a  Arm  shall  use  as  its  May 
15,  1973  price  for  the  residue  gas,  toe 
lower  of:  23  cents  per  thoiisand  cubic 
feet  (M<7P)  or  23  cents  per  million  BTTJ 
of  residue  natural  gas;  or  the  actual  price 
at  which  the  residue  gas  was  sold  on  the 
flrst  day  following  May  15, 1973  on  which 
a  sale  was  made. 
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6.  Section  212.83  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (1)  (ill)  (A)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.83  Allocation  of  refiners’  in¬ 
creased  costs. 

***** 

(c)  Allocation  of  Increased  product 
costs — (1)  General  rule — 

*  •  •  *  * 

(iii)  Propane — (A)  Special  Propane 
rule.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
§  212.83(c)  (1)  (ii)  and  §  212.83(e),  a  re¬ 
finer  in  compute  base  prices  for  pro¬ 
pane  for  each  twelve-month  period  of 
August  1,  through  July  31 : 


(1)  May  not  apportion  to  propane  a 
greater  percentage  of  Iru^reased  cost  of 
crude  oil  purchased  or  landed  in  the 
twelve-month  period  July  1,  through 
June  30,  than  the  percentage  that  the 
volume  of  propane  sold  during  the 
twelve-month  period  August  1,  through 
July  31,  that  was  produced  by  that  re¬ 
finer  from  crude  oil  is  to  the  total  vol- 
lune  of  all  products  (including  other  than 
covered  products)  sold  by  it  during  the 
same  twelve-month  period  that  were  pro¬ 
duced  by  that  refiner  from  crude  oil;  and 

(2)  May  apportion  to  propane  the  in¬ 
creased  cost  of  propane  purchased  or 


landed  in  the  twelve-month  period  of 
July  1,  through  June  30;  and 
'  (3)  May  s4}portion  to  pro/pane  the  in¬ 
creased  product  costs  attributable  to  pro¬ 
pane  produced  f  nxn  natural  gas  as  deter¬ 
mined  piirsuant  to  the  provisions  of  para- 
graidis  (a),  <b)  and  (c)  of  S  212.166  of 
Sul^art  K;  and 

.  (4)  May  not  {^portion  to  propane  any 
increased  product  costs  Incmred  prior 
to  July  1,  and  not  recovered  through 
July  31. 

[PR  Doc.75-28220  Piled  10-15-76;  10:55  am] 


FEDEKAL  UGISTE*,  VOL.  40,  NO.  204— TUESDAY.  OCTOBEI  21,  197S 


49111 


notices 


This  section  of  tho  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  NoUcas 
Of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  exampias  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  VOLUNTARY 
FOREIGN  AID 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  11686  and 
the  provisions  of  Section  10(a)  (2) ,  Pub¬ 
lic  Law  92-463,  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  which  will  be  held 
on  November  6  and  7,  1975,  from  9:30 
a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  in  Boom  5941  and 
Room  5951,  New  State  Building,  21st  and 
Virginia  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  con¬ 
sider  the  fc^oWing  tc^ics  and,  where 
deemed  necessary  and  appropriate,  to  de- 
vel(g>  advisory  recommendations:  Grant 
Procedures,  Pood  for  Peace,  Pood  Pro¬ 
duction,  Wcunen  hi  Development,  Normal 
Ocean  Freight  Including  the  List  of  Eli¬ 
gible  Countries,  and  to  consider  such 
other  matters  related  to  the  foreign  as¬ 
sistance  advisory  concerns  of  the  Com- 
ndttee  as  may  be  appropriate. 

This  sesslim  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  Interested  person  may  attend,  ap¬ 
pear  before,  or  file  statements  with  the 
Cmmplttee  in  accordance  with  proce¬ 
dures  established  by  the  Committee  and 
to  the  extent  time  available  for  the  meet¬ 
ing  permits.  Written  statements  may  be 
filed  before  or  after  the  meethig. 

Mrs.  Harriett  S.  Crowley  will  be  the 
A IJ).  representative  at  the  meeting.  In¬ 
formation  concerning  the  meeting 
be  obtained  from  Mr.  Rcrtiert  S.  McClus- 
ky,  Tdephone:  AC  202-632-1892.  Per- 
scms  desiring  to  attend  the  meeting 
^ould  ratOT  the  New  State  Building 
through  the  21st  Street  entrance. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Harrjxtt  S.  Ckowlet, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Population  and  Humani¬ 
tarian  Assistance. 

[FB  Doe.75-28189  FUed  10-20-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Customs  Service 

ITJ>.  75-263] 

FOREIGN  CURRENCIES 
Certification  of  Rates 

Septexbxb  29,  1975. 

The  appended  table  shows  the  rates  of 
exchange  certified  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  by  the  Federal  Reserve 
of  New  York:  pursuant  to  section  522(c), 
Tariff  Act  ol  1930,  as  amended  (31  UJS.C. 


3721c) ) ,  which  are  applicable  to  the  cur-  published  for  the  information  and  use  of 
rencies  of  the  countries  listed  in  section  Customs  officers  and  others  concerned. 
159.34a,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CPR  [s^al]  James  D.  Colxman 
159.34a) ,  for  the  period  September  15  Acting  Director, 

through  September  19, 1975.  This  table  is  Duty  Assessment  Division. 


Country 

Currency 

Sept.  15 

Sept.  16 

Sept.  17 

Sept.  18 

Sept.  19 

AiiAtnklifk  ... 

Dnlliir 

(1) 

10.  Sm 

.025460 

Q) 

•  1048 

0) 

10.0540 

.025375 

(>) 

.1042 

.2000 

.2227 

.3801 

i&\o 

P) 

810638 

.025296 

P) 

.1686 

.2592 

.2218 

.8797 

P) 

10785 

P) 

HOST 

.025210 

P) 

.1034 

.2580 

.2213 

.8794 

.1120 

10800 

.004165 

P) 

.3890 

P) 

.3698 

10525 

.1773 

.0009 

P) 

.016835 

.1850 

.2225 

.3675 

10800 

_  '  .  0257^ 

CsnadA. . . . 

DAnTTiArk 

_ Dollar . 

-  C) 

. 1050 

liinlAnfl  . . 

. 2613 

.2612 

. 2255 

.2244 

. 3850 

.8825 

IndlB . 

TrAlund .  .....  . 

.....  Rupee _ 

U 

(>) 

8.0906 

Italy . 

Japan . . . . . . 

. Lira.. . 

_ Yen.. . . 

_ DnlUr  .  .  . 

. 001484 

(») 

. 3042 

.001477 

.001475 

.S»15. 

L0008 
•  1777 

.001467 

.Soo 

Mazloo _ _ 

.Saw 

10640 

.1772 

.0800 

.Sl6830 

.1345 

.2225 

.M73 

_  L0e06 

L0608 

. 1794 

.1783 

.  .  .0873 

.0373 

(>) 

eflMl 

(*> 

.&Wro 

....  {*) 

P) 

. 1845 

.isa 

.1345 

. 2266 

.3345 

.  oasn 

. 3706 

.3685 

.3672 

United  Kingdom . . 

. Found . . 

(>) 

10005 

10810 

10785 

>  Rate  did  not  vary— use  quarterly  rate  pablisbed  in  T.D.  76-170. 

[FR  Doc.76-28310  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


Fiscal  Service 

WISCONSIN  SURETY  CORP. 

Surety  Companies  AccepUbie  on  Federal 
Bonds:  Notice  of  Liquidation 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-27333,  iqipearing  tm 
page  47807  of  the  issue  oi  Friday,  Octo¬ 
ber  10,  1975,  the  phrase  “Secfi  645.52”, 
in  the  third  paragraph,  the  tenth  line, 
should  be  changed  to  read  “Sec.  645.62”. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

CERTAIN  NON-POWERED  HAND  TOOLS 
FROM  JAPAN 

Amendment  of  Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  Than  Fair  Value 

A  “Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value  and  Discontinuance  of 
Antidumping  Investigation”  with  respect 
to  certain  non-powered  hand  tools  from 
Japan  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  S^traiber  5,  1975  (40  FR  41155, 
FR  Doc.  75-23487) . 

Subsequtmt  to  that  determination  it 
has  been  concluded  that  it  is  lnappr<^rl- 
ate  to  Include  within  the  Determlnatioa 

Sales  at  Less  Ihan  Fair  Value,  battery 
post  and  tennlnal  cleaning  brushes,  bat¬ 
tery  t^mlnal  spreaders,  ancde-nose  pli¬ 
ers,  booster  cables  and  battery  service 
kits  (terminal  puller,  cleaning  brush  and 
two  t^minals). 


Accordingly,  the  “Determinati<m  of 
Sales  at  Less  Than  Fair  Value  and  Dis¬ 
continuance  of  Antidumping  Investlga- 
ticm”  referred  to  above  is  amnided  by  de¬ 
leting  paragraph  four  and  Inserting  a 
new  paragraph  four  to  read: 

"Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  Than 
Fair  Value.  1  hereby  determine  that,  fix’ 
the  reasons  stated  below,  punches,  chis¬ 
els,  hammers  and  sledges  (with  or  with¬ 
out  handles) ,  vises,  c-clamps  and  battery 
terminal  lifters  fnxn  Jsg>an,  are  being,  or 
are  llk^  to  be  sc^d  at  less  than  fair  val¬ 
ue  within  the  meaning  of  section  201(a) 
Iff  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  160(a) ).” 

Likewise,  the  section  of  the  determina¬ 
tion  head^  Statement  of  Reasons  on 
Which  This  Determination  is  Based,  is 
amended  by  deleting  paragraph  seven 
and  Inserting  a  new  paragraph  seven  to 
read: 

“Hsunmers  from  Imoto  Hamono  Co., 
Ltd.,  and  HFoto  Tool  Co.,  Ltd.,  and 
sledges  from  Hiroto  Tekko  K.K.,  are  ex¬ 
cluded  from  this  determination  since  100 
percent  or  virtually  100  percent  of  their 
export  sales  of  these  articles  during  the 
period  under  consideration  were  exam¬ 
ined  M  appropriate,  and  the  foreign  mar¬ 
ket  value  or  constructed  value,  as  ap¬ 
plicable,  was  found  to  be  lower  than  the 
purchase  price  of  Identical  merchandise 
in  every  instance.” 

Insofar  as  the  Determination  of  Sales 
at  Less  Than  Fair  Value  on  certain  non- 
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powered  hand  tools  from  Japan  now  In¬ 
cludes  merchandise  other  than  that  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  “Withholding  of  Appraise¬ 
ment  and  Notice  of  Tentative  Discon¬ 
tinuance  of  Antidumping  Investigation” 
(published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  5.  1975  (40  FR  24218) )  the  with¬ 
holding  of  appraisement  is  hereby 
revoked. 

Hie  United  States  International  Trade 
Commission  is  being  advised  of  this 
amendment. 

James  J.  Feathersxone, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

October  15, 1975. 

[FR  DOC.7&-28190  Filed  10-20-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration 
S.  B.  PENICK  AND  CO. 

Manufacture  of  Controlled  Substances; 
Registration 

By  notice  dated  July  24, 1975,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  August 
19,  1975;  <40  FR  36153),  S.  B.  Penlck 
and  Company,  a  unit  of  CPC  Interna¬ 
tional,  Inc,,  530  New  York  Avenue,  Lynd- 
hurst.  New  Jersey  07071,  made  applica¬ 
tion  to  the  Drug  Enforcement  Adminis¬ 
tration  to  be  registered  as  a  bulk  manu¬ 
facturer  of  concentrate  of  poppy  straw, 
a  basic  class  controlled  substance  listed 
in  schedule  II. 

No  comments  or  objections  having  been 
received,  and  pursuant  to  section  303  of 
the  C(»nprehensive  Drug  Abuse  Prev«i- 
tion  and  Control  Act  of  1970  and  21  CFR 
1301.54(e),  the  Acting  Administrator 
hereby  orders  that  the  application  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  above  firm  for  registratkm 
as  a  bulk  manfifacturer  of  concentrate  of 
poppy  straw  is  granted. 

Dated:  October  14,  1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 
[FR  Doc.75-28333  FUed  10-20-76:8:46  *«] 


WINTHROP  LABORATORIES  AND 
ABBOTT  LABORATORIES 

Manufacture  of  Controlled  Substances; 

Registration 

By  notice  dated  July  24, 1975,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  August 
21, 1975;  (40  FR  36580-81)  the  following 
manufacturers  made  application  to  the 
Drug  Enforcemait  Administration  to  be 
registered  as  bulk  manufacturers  of  the 
basic  class  of  controlled  substances  listed 
below; 

Winthrop  Laboratory,  Divtsion  of  SterUug 
Drug  Inc.,  33  Riverside  Avenue,  Rensselaer, 
N.Y.  12144  (xmdated) : 

Drug:  •  SchedvJe 

Pethidine _ _ _  n 

Abbott  Laboratories,  Abbott  Park,  Attn: 
D-297,  North  Chicago,  Illinois  60064  (June  12, 
1976): 


Drug:  -  Schedule 

Pentobarbital . . .  n 

Abbott  Labrmttoriea,  14th  A  Sheridan  Road. 
Attn:  Customer  Service  D-S46,  North  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60064  (June  12.  1976) : 

Drug:  Schedule 

Pentobarbital _ L _  n 

No  comments  or  objections  having 
been  received,  and  pursuant  to  section 
303  of  the  Comprehensive  Drug  Abuse 
Prevention  and  Control  Act  of  1970  and 
21  CFR  1301.54(e),  the  Acting  Admin¬ 
istrator  hereby  orders  that  the  applica¬ 
tions  submitted  by  each  of  the  above 
firms  for  registration  as  bulk  manufac¬ 
turers  of  the  basic  classes  of  controlled 
substances  listed  therein  are  granted. 

Dated;  October  14, 1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Acting  Administrator. 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  75-28334  Filed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
ALBUQUERQUE  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE 
USE  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Multi¬ 
ple  Use  Advisory  Board  for  the  Al¬ 
buquerque  District,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  will  meet  on  November  21, 
1975.  The  meeting  will  begin  at  9  a.m. 
at  the  Albuquerque  District  Office,  3550 
Pan  American  Freeway  NE.,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  New  Mexico. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  will  in¬ 
clude  a  discussion  of  the  Board’s  charter 
and  responsibilities,  organization  of  the 
Board  and  election  of  officers,  a  summary 
presentation  of  on-going  Bureau  pro¬ 
grams  and  responsibilities,  a  discussion 
of  the  District  Rio  Grande  Planning  ef¬ 
fort,  and  a  discussion  of  District  needs 
for  grazing  allotment  management  plans 
and  Environmental  Impact  Statements 
resulting  from  a  recent  court  decision. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  with 
seating  provided  for  approximately  40 
people.  Time  will  be  made  available  for 
a  number  of  brief  statements  by  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public.  Those  wishing  to  make 
an  oral  statement  should  so  inform  the 
District  Manager  prior  to  the  meeting. 
Written  statonents  may  be  filed  for  the 
Board’s  consideration  by  submitting 
them  at  the  meeting  or  mailing  in  ad¬ 
vance  to  the  Bureau  of  Lnnd  Manage¬ 
ment  at  tii.e  address  listed  below. 

Further  information  concerning  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Mr.  R. 
Keith  Miller,  District  Manager,  Albu¬ 
querque  District,  3550  Pan  American 
Freeway  NE.,  Albuquerque,  N.M.  87107 
(telephone:  505-766-2455). 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  at  the  Albuquerque  IXstrict  Office 
for  public  inspection  and  copying,  thirty 
days  after  the  meeting. 

R.  Keith  Miller, 
District  Manager. 

October  14, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-28301  FUed  10-20-76:8:46  am] 


OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF 
OFFICIAL  PROTRACTION  DIAGRAMS 

Approval 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  effective 
October  21,  1975,  the  following  OC^S  Offi¬ 
cial  Protrsiction  Diagrams  approved  on 
the  dates  indicated,  are  available,  for 
information  only,  in  the  Outer  Continen¬ 
tal  Shelf  Oflice,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  An(diorage,  Alaska.  In  accordance 
with  Title  43,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tion,  these  protraction  diagrams  are  the 
basic  record  for  the  description  of  min¬ 
eral  and  oil  and  gas  lease  offers  in  the 
geographic  areas  they  represent. 

Outer  Oontinental  Shelf  Official  Protrac¬ 
tion  Diagrams 


Approval 

Description:  date 

NO  4-8,  Stuwick  Island _  Aug.  1.  1975. 

NO  5-6,  Kodiak . .  Oct.  7.  1975. 

NO  5-7,  Trinity  Islands _  July  21, 

1976. 

NO  6-1,  Blylng  Sound _  Do. 

NO  6-3 -  Aug.  1.  1975. 

NO  7-3 _ _ _  Do. 

NN  4-2 . .  Do. 

NN  6-1,  Cbirikof  Island _  July  21, 

1976. 

NN  6-2—.-. . . .  Aug.  1,  1975. 


2.  Copies  of  these  diagrams  are  for  sale 
at  two  dollars  ($2.00)  per  sheet  by  the 
Man£«er,  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office. 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
1159,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99510.  The  street 
address  is  800  “A"  Street,  Anchorage, 
Alaska.  Checks  or  Mon^  Orders  should 
be  made  payable  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Manag^ent. 

Edward  J.  Hoffmann, 
Manager,  Alaska, 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office. 

[PR  Doc.76-38303  PUod  10-20-76:8:45  am] 


SOCORRO  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Socorro 
District  Multiple-Use  Advisory  Board  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  will 
meet  in  the  Socorro  District  Office,  200 
Neel  Avenue  NW.,  Socorro,  New  Mexico 
on  November  20,  1975,  at  9:30  a.m. 

’Ihis  is  the  first  meeting  of  the  newly 
oiganlzed  board  and  will  be  devoted 
principally  to  a  discussion  of  ongoing 
manag«nent  programs  within  the  Socor¬ 
ro  District. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic.  Time  will  be  made  available  begin¬ 
ning  at  3  pjn.  for  brief  statements  by 
members  of  the  public.  Such  statements 
should  be  limited  to  matters  set  forth  in 
the  agenda.  Those  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements  should  notify  the  District 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
P.O.  Box  1456,  S<x;orro,  New  Mexico 
87801,  by  close  of  business  November  19, 
1975.  Any  interested  person  or  organiza¬ 
tion  may  file  a  written  statement  with 
the  Board  for  its  consideration.  Such 
statements  may  be  submitted  at  the 
meeting  or  mailed  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O. 
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Box  1456,  Socorro,  New  Mexico  87801, 
Telephone  Number  835-0412. 

Jerry  P.  Townsend, 

Acting  District  Manager. 

October  14,  1975. 

(lBDoc.76-28302  FUed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


[Wyoming  52847] 

WYOMING 

Application 

October  14,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant  to 
section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185) ,  Colo¬ 
rado  Interstate'  Corporation  has  applied 
for  a  natural  gas  pipeline  right-of-way 
across  the  following  lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wtominq 
T.  20  N.,  R.  99  W., 

Sec.  14, 

Sec.  22. 

The  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
from  the  Champlin  No.  4-27  well  in  Sec. 
27  and  the  Champlin  No.  2-23  well  in 
Sec.  23  to  an  existing  pipeline  in  Sec.  14, 
all  in  T.  ;20  N.,  R.  99  W.,  Sweetwater 
Coimty,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  Inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideratimi  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  send  their  name  and 
address  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  1869, 
Rock  Springs,  WY  82901. 

Philip  C.  Hamilton, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands 
and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.75-28304  Piled  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

ENDANGERED  SPECIES  AND  MARINE 
MAMMAL 

Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  be^  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pub. 
L.  93-205) ,  and  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972  (16  UB.C.  1361-1407) . 

Applicant.  National  Flah  and  WUdUfe  Lab- 
orat(^.  National  Museum  of  Natural  Ola- 
tory,  Washington,  D.C.  20560. 


DEPUiTISrrOFlIlEMTEIliOl 
i,s.  risi  un  miouFE  same 

FEDERAL  nSMAKDWILDUFE 
UCEIiSE/PERigTAPPUCATIOil 


L  AmjCATMN  ran  IMM)  ae  MH« 

I  I  WPORTOHeXPOWUCtHIR  1 1 


National  Fish  and  Vlldllfe  Laboratory 
National  Museum  o£  Natural  History 
Washington,  D.C,  20560 

(Tel;  381-5161) 


2.  BRIEP  DCSCftfPTlOH  OF  ACTIVlTr  FOR  WHICH  RESiuditED  UCSiSC 
Olt  PCRMIT  IS  NEEOC0. 

Permit  to  salvage  specimens,  to 
receive  unsolicited  naterials  and 
to  loan  specimens  to  other  scientific 
institutions. 


4.  IF  ‘VIPPUCANT”  IS  AN  XOIVIOUAU  COMPLETE  TNE  FOLLOWNOI 


□  mil  D“bs.  Dmiss  □«*. 


DATE  OF  BIRTH 


COLOR  HAIR  fCOLOR  EYES 


PHOHE  NUMOER  WHERE  EMPLOYED  jsOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 


EXPLAIN  TYPE  OR  KINO  OF  BUSINEU,  AGENCY.  OR  BOnTUTION 

The  National  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Laboratory  conducts  original 
research  for  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  that  relates  to  Bureau 
programs  in  particular 


ANY  BUSINESS.  AGENCY,  OR  INSTITUTIONAL  AFFILIATION  HA^9 
TO  DO  WITH  THE  WILOUFE  TO  BE.COVEREO  BTTHI$  LICENSE/FERMIT 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 


Clyde  Jones,  Director  (381-5161) 


t.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONDUCTED 

National  Fish  and  Wildlife  Laboratory 
National  Museum  of  Natural  History 
Washington,  D.C.  20560 


7.  DO -YOU  HOLD  ANY  CURRENTLY  VALID  FEOSIMLnM  and 
WILOUFE  UCENSE  OR  PERMm  QVIt  □  HD 
(Ufa,  lit  Uemee  m  femit  ■— iwsl 


MB-151/ 


•.  IF  REQUIRED  VY  ANY  STATE  Oft  FORQbNOOWfVMlT.  DO  YOU 
HAVE  THEM  APPROVAL  TO  CONOUCT  THE  ACTIVlTr  VOW 
PROPOsei  Q  YO  O  N9 

(It  ft,  list  iwrisdictkiu  mi 


10.  DESIRED  EFFECT! W 
DATE 

August  1975 


II.  DURATION  NCEOCD 

Indefinite 


IE  ATTACHMENT*.  .THE  SPECIFIC  litFORMATION  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSC/PCIMIT  REQUITED  Or.  50  CM  MUST  BE 

ATTACHED,  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPUCATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CFR  UNDER  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARS 
PROVIDED. 

50  CFR  17  -  Endangered  Wildlife 
50  CFR  18  -  Marine  Mammals 


CERTtflCATlOH 

HEREBY  CERTIFY  YHAY I  HAVE  READ  AHO  A*  FABaiAR  WITH  YHE  RECOtAYlOHS  CONYAINEO  M  TIYI.E  »,  PARY  U  OF  THE  CODE  OP  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONJ  AND  TOE  OTHER  APPUaBLE  PARTS  IM  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  »,  AHO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFT  THAT  TOE  IHFOR. 
HATIOM  SUBMITTEO IH  THIS  APPUCATlOH  FOR  A  LtCEMSE/PERlUT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  TOE  BEST  OF  BY  KNOBLEDCE  AHO  BELIEF. 

I UHDERSTAHD  THAT  ANY  FALSE  STATEBEHT  HEREIN  HAY  SUBJECT  ME  TO  TOE  CRIUKAL  PENALTIES  OF  11  U.S.C  Ktl. 


SISNATURB  (to  toA) 


NorvK>6~T)iDr-g-OTn. 


DATE 


6  August  1975 


AppU(;atiou  for  permit  to  Import  64  skulls 
of  Polar  Bears  taken  In  years  past  by  re¬ 
search  personnel  of  the  Canadian  vnidllfe 

rule  so  CFR  18.31(a) 

(1)  A  permit  is  requested  to  receive  from 
Dr.  Ian  Sterling  at  the  Canadian  Wildlife 
Servloe  a  total  of  64  skulls  of  Polar  Bears 
with  complete  date,  for  deposition  In  the 
National  Museum  of  Natural  History  to  be 
maintained  and  used  for  scientific  research 


purposes.  Material  will  be  Imported  by  par- 
cN  post  aa  soon  as  necessary  permit  Is  ob¬ 
tained.  Complete  data  for  each  specimen  is 
attache<L 

(2)  Species:  Vrsus  maritimus,  population 
stock:  Canada;  64  cletmed  skulls  of  assorted 
age,  slsse,  and  sex. 

(3)  No  live  specimens  are  Involved. 

(4)  The  specimens  are  to  be  deposited  In 
the  National  Museum  of  Natural  History  so 
that  they  will  be  available  tar  scientific  re- 
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search  in  the  future.  The  Canadian  Wildlife 
Service  has  coii^>leted  their  studies  on  these 
specimens,  and  they  will  otherwise  be  dis¬ 
carded  and  lost  to  science. 

(5)  The  species  Is  not  listed  as  endangered 
or  threatened. 

(6)  The  specimens  will  not  be  used  for 
public  display. 

Attachment  to  National  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Laboratm-y  permit  application  to  salvage 
specimens,  to  receive  unsolicited  specimens, 
and  to  loan  scientific  specimens  of  endan¬ 
gered  wildlife. 

The  National  Fish  and  Wildlife  Laboratory 
is  responsible  for  receiving,  Identifyng,  stor¬ 
ing,  and  In  some  cases,  maintaining  indefi¬ 
nitely,  specimens  of  endangered  species  sent 
to  the  laboratory  by  the  Office  of  Endan¬ 
gered  Species  and  by  the  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement.  In  order  to  conform  with  Title 
60  Part  17  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula- 
tiona  It  Is  necessary  for  us  to  have  a  permit 
to  perform  such  services.  In  accordance  with 
your  m«no  of  July  30,  1875,  I  am  resub¬ 
mitting  our  request  for  such  a  permit,  along 
with  the  attachments  required  In  1 17.22  in¬ 
asmuch  as  we  are  able  to  provide  them. 

17.22(c) 

(1)  The  common  and  scientific  names  of 
the  species  sought  to  be  covered  by  the  per¬ 
mit  are  those  species  listed  In  {f  17.11  and 


sought  to  be  authorized  Is  salvaging  dead 
specimens,  transpmrtlng  such  specimens,  and 
receiving  such  q;>eclmens  from  law  enforce¬ 
ment  personnel. 

(2)  The  wildlife  sought  to  be  covered  by 
the  permit  will  have  been  removed  from 
the  wild  by  the  time  we  receive  It,  and  in 
some  cases  may  be  born  In  captivity. 

(3)  Not  Applicable. 

(4)  The  countries  and  places  from  which 
wildlife  will  be  received  is  not  known  In 
advance. 

(6)  The  National  Museum  of  Natural  His¬ 
toid,  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue  NWu 
Washington,  D.C.  20560. 

(6)  We  do  not  seek  to  have  live  wildlife 
covered  by  the  permit. 

(7)  There  are  no  such  contracts  and  agree¬ 
ments.  TThe  person  engaging  in  the  activities 
will  be  the  Director  of  the  Laboratory,  or  his 
delegate. 

(8)  Justification:  We  are  trying  to  fulfill 
our  obligations  to  other  arms  of  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  for  Identification  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  specimens  of  endangered  species 
In  a  manner  compatible  with  the  law. 

(9)  As  part  of  our  curatorial  responsibil¬ 
ities  to  the  National  Museum  of  Natural  His¬ 
tory,  we  routinely  loan  catidoged  specimens 
to  other  museums  for  taxonomic  studies. 
Such  Inter-state  shipment  of  materials  on 
lo«m  for  scientific  piirposes  should  be  covered 
by  the  permit  If  necessary. 


Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  avaUaUe  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  ccirxment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
tripUcate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/US), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post 
Office  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  All  relevant  comments  received  on 
or  before  November  20,  1975. 

Dated:  October  16, 1975. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.75-28307  Filed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

CATTLE  INDUSTRY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions -of  section 
10  (a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (86  Stat.  770) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Cattle  Bidustry 
Advisory  Committee  established  July  3, 
1974,  by  Secretary’s  Memorandum  No. 
1843.  The  Committee  will  meet  at  the 
UB.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  on  November  6>7, 1975;  the 
meeting  will  begin  at  9  a.m.  on  November 
6  in  Room  2096,  South  Agriculture  Build¬ 
ing,  14th  Street  and  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  and  is  schedule  to  end  by  3 
p.m.  on  November  7. 

The  piurpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  advice  and  counsel  for  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  on  several  matters  of 
•current  Interest  and  concern  to  the  en¬ 
tire  industry  and  which  may  affect  De¬ 
partment  programs  and  actions.  Topics 
to  be  discussed  are:  situation  and  out¬ 
look  for  cattle  and  beef;  international 
trade  in  beef  and  beef  products;  impact 
of  grain  export  trade  on  beef  mroduction ; 
and  review  of  the  status  of  several  pend¬ 
ing  actions,  including  legislation  au¬ 
thorizing  producer-financed  research 
and  information  programs  for  beef,  re¬ 
vision  of  beef  grade  standards,  and  pack¬ 
er  bonding  or  other  means  to  assure  pay¬ 
ment  for  cattle. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  but 
space  and  facilities  are  limited.  The 
(Chairman  may  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion  following  Committee  consideration 
of  each  topic,  to  the  extent  time  permits. 
Also,  anyone  may  submit  written  state¬ 
ments  to  the  Committee  on  the  subjects 
considered,  either  before  or  after  the 
meeting.  Anyone  wishing  further  infor- 
•  mation  about  the  agenda  and  the  meet¬ 
ing  arrangements  should  contact  John  C. 
Pierce,  Livestock  IMvision,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service,  UJS.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250; 
telephone  (202)  447-5705. 

Dated:  October  16,  1975. 


17.12.  The  number,  sex,  and  age  oi  such 
species  Is  impossible  to  state.  The  activity 

Xumhcrs  of  suhaduU  hears  that  have  been  sent  for  storage 


LNo. 


Weight  in  Sex  Date  Wiled 
poonda 


Location 


Killed  by— 


1455  . 

1«43 . 

1839  . 

1840  . 

1594.. ... 

1322 . 

1603 . 

1274.. ... 

1095 . 

1438 . 

1474 . 

1456  . 

1282 . 

1279 . 

1260 . 

1609 _ 

1591 _ 

1608.. ... 

1348.. .. 

1824.. .. 

1582.. .. 

1566.. .. 

1580.. .. 

1584.. .. 

1581.. .. 

1457.. .. 

1579.. .. 

1650.. .. 

1590.. .. 

1587.. .. 

1573.. .. 

1576.. . 

1568.. 

1651.. 

1647.. 

1655.. 

1656.. 

1657.. 

1596.. 

1571.. 

1606.. 

1592.. 

2000.. 

1586.. 

1577.. 

2009.. 

1520.. 
1649. 
1569. 
1658. 
2001. 
1202. 
1018. 
1201. 
2505. 
1054. 


.  9  Jan.  8, 1974  Nwthwest  Territory,  tlSHl'  N.,  82°04'  W. 

456  Feb.  8, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  Pond  Inlet . 

^4 . Dec.  81, 1974  Nwthwest  Territwy,  Button  Pcdnt . 


354 


764 


1107 

300 


900 

900 


850 


800 

500 

700 


700  9 


800 

900 

500 

766 


Oct.  12, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  Cape  Dorset 

May  11, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  Bird  Island . . 

Nov.  12, 1978  Northwest  Territory,  Fort  ChurchllL . . 

May  25,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Jones  Sound . . 

Oct.  1973  Northwest  Territory,  Pond  Inlet . 

Apr.  29, 1978  Northwest  Territory,  EsWmo  Point . 

Mar.  8,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Banks  Island... . 

Nov.  16, 1978  Northwest  Twritory,  Arctic  Bay . 

1974  Northwest  TeititOTy,  Frobisher  Bay . 

Nov.  3, 1973  Northwest  Territory,  Harbour  Fiord . 

Oct.  23, 1973  Northwest  Territory,  Cornwallis  Island . 

.  Oct.  21, 1973  Northwest  Territory,  Coral  Harbour . 

Nov.  12, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  IglooUk . 

Oct.  11,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Southampton  Island.. 

Nov.  12, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  IglooUk . . 

Jan.  14, 1978  Nwthwest  Territory,  Sachs  Harbour . 

. Province  of  Quebec,  Great  Whale . 

Oct.  16, 1974  Northwest  Twritory,  Southampton  Island.. 

Sept.  19,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Anagiaryuk  Point _ 

Oct.  15,1974  NOTthwest  Territory,  Southampton  Island., 

Oct.  10, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  64'  N.  88*  W . — 

Oct.  18,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Southampton  Island. 

. Nwthwest  Territory,  Frobisher  Bay . 

Oct.  2,1974  Northwest  Territory,  64' N.  88' W . 

1975  Province  of  Quebec,  Payne  Bay.. . 

Oct.  6, 1974  Ncrthwest  Territory,  Southampton  Island. 

Oct.  16, 1974  Northwest  TerritMT.  Cape  Low . 

Oet.  11, 1974  Northwest  Territwy,  EsWmo  Point . 

Nov.  5,1974  Noctiiwest  Territory,  Alfred  Point. 


500  cf  Oct.  K1974  Northwest  Territory,  Eskimo  Point. 
.  1975  Province  of  Quebec,  Payne  Bay . . 


700 


600 

478 


Feb.  19,1975 
Jan.  8, 1975 
Feb.  12,1975 
Feb.  17,1975 
gpitog  1974 


800 

484 


782 


400 


1010. 

1.589. 

1204. 

1165. 

1207. 

1181. 

1538. 

958.. 


Province  of  Quebec,  Fort  Georges. 

Northwest  Territory,  Lake  Barbour . 

_ do . 

. do . 

_ _  _  Northwest  Tanitory,  Gtlse  Fiord. . 

Oct.  11, 1974  N«^west  Territory,  McConnell  River - 

Dec.  19, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  Pond  Inlet . 

. Northwest  Territory,  Coral  Harbour.  ..... 

Apr.  8, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  70'84'  N.,  123  54  W  . . 

Oct.  6,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Hut  Point . . . 

Nov.  6, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  Navy  Board  Inlet — 

Apr.  19,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Herschel  Island . 

May  5,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Lochsland . 

Feb.  10, 1975  Northwest  Territory.  Pond  Inlet . 

Oct.  11, 1974  Northwest  Territory,  Eskimo  Point . 

Mar.  17,1975  Northwest  Territory,  Pond  Inlet......^-... 

,  Mar.  9,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Banks  Island . 

814 . Nov.  6,1972  Northwest  Territory,  Grise  Fi^-. . 

835  . Mar.  161973  Northwest  Territory,  64' N.i86"W . 

_ c?  Mar.  31,1973  Northwest  Tferritory,  Orlse  Fl<^...- . 

.  9  May  8,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Hollman  Island . 

.  Late  Oct.  Northwest  Territory,  Cape  Kellett . 

1972  , 

Apr.  4,1973  Providence  of  Quebec,  Ivuglylk . 

Oct.  7,1974  Northwest  Territory,  Bear  Cove . 

Nov.  2,1972  Northwest  Territory,  Grise  fiord........ 

Oct.  14,1972  Northwest  Territory,  Broughton  Maud.. 

Apr.  12,1973  Northwest  T««ltt*y,  Grlse  Blofd. . 

Jan.  24,1978  Northwest  Territory,  BaUUe  I^d . 

Apr.  1974  Northwest  TMTitory,  AroUc^y  . . 

Oct.  27,1972  Northwest  Territory,  arise  Fkard . 


434 

700 

800 

420 


295 

478 


Inuit. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

.  ,  Do. 
1)0. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
..  Do. 

. Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 

Administrator. 

IPR  Doc.75-28317  FUed  10-20-75,8:45  am] 
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Forest  Service 

CIBOLA  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Cibola  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  Wednesday, 
October  29,  1975,  at  8:00  a.m.,  at  Frank 
H.  Metzler’s  headquarters,  in  Comanche 
Canyon  on  the  Mountainair  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  for 
the  purpose  of  reviewing  the  Comanche 
Allotment  and  its  Management.  The 
allotment  will  be  ridden  on  horseback  on 
October  29  and  30,  1975. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  planning  to  ride  the 
allotment  should  bring  their  own  horses. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Wallace  L.  Lloyd  via  telephone,  766-2185, 
or  in  writing  at  10308  Candelaria,  NE., 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87112.  Written 
statements  may  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mittee  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

Dated:  October  14,  1975. 

W.  L.  Lloyd, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

[FR  Doc.75-28191  Piled  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 


Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

David  H.  Askegaard, 

Acting  Administrator, 

Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.75-28279  Piled  10-20-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

MENTAL  HEALTH  SMALL  GRANT 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463) ,  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  National  Advisory  body 
scheduled  to  assemble  during  the  month 
of  November  1975: 

Mental  Health  SmaU  Grant  Committee, 
November  20;  1  pjn.,  November  21-22;  8:30 
a.m..  Parlors  500  and  611,  Statler  HUton 
Hotel,  16th  and  E  Streets  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Open — November  20,  4-6  pan.  Closed — 
Otherwise.  Contact  Mary  E.  Enyart,  Farklawn 
BuUdlng,  Room  lOC-14,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  301-443-3936. 

Purpose.  The  Committee  is  charged 
with  ^e  initial  review  of  small  grant  ap- 


public  in  accordance  with  the  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  Administrator,  Alcohol,  Drug 
Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5).  and  552(b) 
(6),  Title  5  H.S.  Code  and  section  10(d) 
of  Pub.  L.  92-463  (5  UB.C.  Appendix  I) . 

Substantive  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  contact  person  listed 
above. 

The  NIMH  Information  OfiBcer  who 
will  furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting 
and  rosters  of  the  committee  members 
Is  Mr.  Edwin  Long,  Deputy  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Scientific  and  Technical  In¬ 
formation,  NIMH,  Room  15-105,  Park- 
lawn  Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Maryland  20852,  telephone  301- 
443-3600. 

Dated:  October  15,  1975. 

Carolyn  T.  Evans, 
Committee  Management  Officer. 
Alcohol.  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion, 

[PR  Doc.76-28229  Filed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Meatings 


ALABAMA  ELECTRIC  COOPERATIVE, 
INC.,  ANDALUSIA,  ALABAMA 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  in  accordance  with  section 
102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policy  Act  of  1969,  in  connection 
with  a  loan  appUcation  from  Alabama 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  550, 
Andalusia,  Alabama  36420.  Ihis  project 
includes  financing  for  addition  of  two 
233  MW  coal-fired  steam  generator  units 


plications  for  Federal  assistance  in  the 
program  areas  administered  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Mental  Health  rdat- 
ing  to  mental  health  research  and  makes 
recommendations  to  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Mental  Health  Council  for  final 
review. 

Agenda.  From  4  to  5  p.m.,  November 
20,  the  meeting  will  be  open  for  discus¬ 
sion  of  administrative  announcements 
and  program  developments.  Otherwise, 
the  Committee  will  be  performing  initial 
review  of  grant  applications  for  Federal 
assistance  and  will  not  be  open  to  the 


This  notice  announces  forthcoming 
meetings  of  the  public  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion.  It  also  sets  out  a  summary  of  the 
procedures  governing  the  committee 
meetings  and  the  methods  by  which 
interested  persons  may  participate  in  the 
open  public  hearings  conducted  by  the 
committees.  The  notice  is  issued  imder 
section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C. 

App.  I)).  The  following  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  meetings  are  announced: 


and  approximately  157  miles  of  230  kv  Committee  name  Date,  time,  plaaa  T3rpe  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

transmission  lines  and  acquire  related  - - - 


coal  leases. 

Additional  information  may  be  secured 
on  request,  submitted  to  Mr.  Richard  F. 
Richter,  Assistant  Administrator-Elec¬ 
tric,  Rural  Electrification  Administra¬ 
tion,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  The  Final  En¬ 
vironmental  Impact  Statement  may  be 
examined  during  regular  business  hours 
at  the  oflBces  of  REA  in  the  South  Agri¬ 
culture  Building,  12th  Street  and  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
Room  4310,  or  at  the  borrower  address 
indicated  above. 

Final  REA  action  with  respect  to  this 


1.  Ophthalmic  Drags  Ad-  Nov.  8, 9  a.m.,  room  number  Open  public  hearing  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  committee  dis- 
viSOTT  Committee.  to  be  announced.  Park-  cnssion  10  a.m.  to  adjournment;  Mary  K.  Brarh 

lawn  Bldg.,  SOOO  Flshacs  (HFD-140),  S600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  301-443-4310. 


General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluate  avafiable  data 
concerning  safety  and  effectiveness  of 
marketed  and  investigational  prescrip¬ 
tion  drugs  for  use  in  diseases  and  dis¬ 
orders  of  the  eye. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  During 
this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  data,  information,  or  views. 


orally  or  in  writing,  on  issues  pending 
before  the  committee. 

Open  committee  discussion.  Discus¬ 
sion  of  report  of  subcommittee  on  pro¬ 
tocol  for  systemic  drugs  which  must  be 
tested  for  ophthalmic  reactions;  report 
of  subcommittee  on  a  postmarketing  sur¬ 
veillance  system  for  new  contact  lenses; 
labeling  for  anti-infective/steroid  com¬ 
binations  for  ophthalmic  use.  « 


matter  (including  any  release  of  funds) 


may  be  taken  after  thirty  (30)  days,  but 
only  after  REA  has  reached  satisfactory 
conclusions  with  respect  to  its  environ¬ 
mental  effects  and  after  procedural  re¬ 
quirements  set  forth  in  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  have  been 
met 


CkunmittM  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  af  meeting  and  contact  person 


2.  Respiratory  and  Anes-  Nov.  8,  9  a.m..  Conference  Open  public  hearing  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  committee  dis- 
thetic  Drags  Advisory  R<win  O,  Parklawn  euasion  10  ajn.  to  12  JO  p.m.;  cloM  presentation  of 

Committee.  Bldg-  3800  Fisben  Lane,  data  1:15  to  2J0  pjn.:  closed  committee  deliberations 

Rodiville,  Md.  2J0  to  4  pjn.:  Oerald  Rachanow  (HFD-lOO),  5600 

Fishws  Lam/RockviUe,  Md.  20852,  801-443-3500. 
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Ger^al  function  of  the  committee.  Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data  concem- 
mg  the  safety  and  effectiveness  of  marketed  and  investigational  prescription  drugs 
f or  use  in  the  field  of  anestiiesiology. 

Agenda— ^pen  public  hearing.  During  this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  date,  information,  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing,  on  issues  pending  before 
the  committee. 

Qp^  committee  discussion.  Discussion  of  Penthrane  (methoxyfiurane)  package 
l^rt  revision,  suggested  clinical  guidelines  for  general  anesthetics,  and  suggested 
climcal  gmdelines  for  local  anesthetics. 

Closed  presentation  of  data.  Discussion  of  NDA  17-751  and  pre-IND  product  of 
Travenol  Laboratories,  Inc.  This  portion  is  closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade 
secret  data  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) ) , 

committee  deliberations.  Discussion  of  NDA  17-751  and  pre-IND  product 
of  Travwol  Laboratories,  Inc.  This  portion  of  the  meeting  is  closed  to  protect  the 
free  exchange  of  internal  views  and  for  formulation  of  recommendations  (5  U.S.C. 
552(b) (5)). 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Tyi>e  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

3.  Panel  on  Review  of 
Ophtbabuic  Devices. 

Nov.  3  and  4, 9:30  a.m.,  room 
6821,  FB8-,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Open  public  hearing  Nov.  3.  9:30  to  10:30  a.m.;  closed 
committee  deliberations  Nov.  3,  10:30  a.m.  to  4:30 
p.m.,  Nov.  4,  8  a.m.  to  3  p.m.;  Richard  A.  Haskins 
Ph.  D.  (HFK-400), 5600  Fishers  Lane,  RockviUe,  Md. 
20652,301-443-3550. 

General  function  of  the  committee.  Reviews  and  evaluates  available  date  con¬ 
cerning  safety,  effectiveness,  and  reliability  of  ophthalmic  devices. 

Agenda— Open  public  hearing.  Interested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present  in¬ 
formation  pertinent  to  the  tentative  classification  findings. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  The  panel  will  review  earlier  classification  find¬ 
ings  and  establish  the  priorities  for  the  development  of  standards  for  those  devices 
in  the  standards  category.  This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  protect  the 
free  exchange  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  interference  with  panel  opera¬ 
tions  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ) . 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  ol  meeting  and  contact  perwn 

4.  Science  Advisory  Board 
to  the  Nationtd  Center 
for  Toxicological  Re¬ 
search. 

Nov.  3  and  4,  8:80  a.m.. 
Building  IX  National 
Center  lor  Toxicological 
Research,  JeSersmi,  Ark. 

Open  public  hearing  Nov.  8,  8:30  to  9:80  a.m.;  open 
committee  discussion  Nov.  3,  9:30  a.m.  to  adjourn¬ 
ment,  Nov.  4,  8:30  to  10:30  a.m.;  closed  comwttee 
deliberations  Nov.  4,  10:30  to  11  a.m.;  A.E.  Davis 
Ph.  D.  National  Center  for  Toxicological  Research, 
JeSerson,  Ark.  72079, 501-^536-6200. 

General  function  of  the  committee.  Advises  on  establishment  and  implementa¬ 
tion  of  a  research  program  that  will  assist  the  Commissioner  of  Poods  and  Drugs 
and  the  Administrator,  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  in  fulfilling  their  regu¬ 
latory  responsibilities.  ,  .  ,  , 

Agenda— Open  public  hearing.  During  this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  date,  information,  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing,  on  issues  pending  before 
the  committee. 

Open  committee  discussion.  Discussion  of  mutagenesis — ^program  review;  new 
methods,  dosimetry.  Int^ration  of  test  systems,  current  research  on  in  vivo  micro¬ 
lesions,  current  research  on  somatic  cell  mutagenesis,  and  current  research  on 
microlesions.  Status  report  on  carcinogenesis  program;  inhalation  regarding  pro¬ 
gram  development;  teratology;  extrapolation  to  man;  program  development  in 
hypersensitivity.  Discussion  of  subcommittee  meetings  on  carcinogenesis,  muta¬ 
genesis,  teratology,  extrapolation  to  man. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  Discussion  of  subjects  discussed  during  the  open 
session.  This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of 
internal  views  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ) . 


Committoe  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  ol  meeting  and  contact  person 


5.  Ad  Hoc 
Reserpi 
Cancer. 


General  function  of  the  committee.  Reviews  and  evaluates  available  Information 
on  reserpine  and  advises  the  Secretary,  Assistant  Secretary  for  HealUi,  and  the 
Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs  regarding  possible  carcinogenic  properties,  the 
risk  of  cancer  of  the  breast  and  other  cancer  associated  with  the  use  of  reserpine, 
considering  such  factors  as  dose,  duration  of  treatment,  age,  predisposition,  other 
drug  treatment,  and  other  diseases;  further  studies  required  to  determine  the 
possible  association  between  reserpine  and  cancer. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing/open  committee  discussion.  During  this  portion, 
any  Interested  person  may  present  date,  information,  or  views,  orally  or  in 
writing,  on  issues  pending  before  the  committee.  Possible  presentation  of  additional 
study  reports. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  Preparation  of  committee  report.  This  portion 
of  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of  internal  views  and  for 
formulation  of  recommendations  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ) . 


Committee  on  Not.  4,  9  a.m..  Conference  Open  public  hearing  and  open  committee  dlscuaiion  9 
lie  and  Breast  Boom  C,  Parklawn  Bldg.,  to  10  a.m.:  closed  committee  deliberations  10  a.m.  to 
5600  Fisners  Lane,  Bock-  4  pjn.;  John  Jennihgs  M.D.  (HFN-1),  5600  Fishers 
vlUe,  Md.  Lane,  RockvlUe,  Md.  20652, 301-443-4124. 
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Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


6.  Pulmonary  Functiona  Not.  ^  9  a.m..  Room  4178,  Open  pabUc  heturing  9  to  10  a.m.;  closed  oommlttee 
Subcommittee  of  the  HEW  Nwtn,  330  Inde-  deliberations  10  a.m.  to  adjournment;  Franklvn  K. 

Panel  on  Review  of  pendence Ave. SW.,Wa8h-  Coombs  (HFK-400),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rocrville, 

Anesthesiology  Devices.  Ington,  D.C.  Md.  20652,  301-443-3550. 


General  function  of  the  committee.  Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data  con¬ 
cerning  safety,  effectiveness,  and  reliability  of  anesthesiology  devices. 

Agenda— Open  public  hearing.  A  review  of  the  classification  process  and  the 
general  responsibilities  of  the  members  of  the  subcommittee  will  be  presented  by 
Robert  S.  Kennedy,  Ph.  D.,  classification  coordinator  for  the  Division  of  Classifica¬ 
tion  and  Scientific  Evaluation. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  The  subcommittee  will  begin  developing  a 
comprehensive  device  fist  for  the  pulmonary  functions  field.  The  subcommittee 
members  will  establish  the  categories  of  devices  and  the  proper  generic  terms  for 
these  devices.  They  will  Qien  begin  to  classify  those  devices  not  previously  identi¬ 
fied  and  classified.  The  subcommittee  does  not  plan  to  release  its  device  list  or 
classification  data  imtil  it  has  met  at  least  three  times  and  will  continue  to  work 
in  closed  sessions  during  these  preliminary  meetings  to  protect  the  free  exchange 
of  internal  views  and  to  avoid  imdue  interference  with  subcommittee  operations 
(5U.S.C.  552(b)  (5)). 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


7.  Toxicology  Subcommit-  Nov.  5  and  6,  9  a.m..  Room  Open  public  hearing  Nov.  5,  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  com 
tee  of  the  in  Vitro  Di-  1409,  FB-8, 200  C  St.  8W.,  mittee  discussion  Nov.  5,  10  to  11  a.m.;  closed  com 

agnostic  Products  Ad-  Washington,  D.C.  mittee  deliberations  Nov.  5,  11  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m. 

visory  Committee.  —  Nov.  6,  0  a.m.  to  4:30  pan.;  Nabech  Mourad,  Ph.  O. 

(HFK-200).  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20652, 
301-443-4943. 


General  function  of  the  committee.  Reviews  and  evaluates  information  per¬ 
taining  to  peilormance  stcmdards  for  selected  diagnostic  products,  evaluates  and 
recommends  appropriate  reference  methodologies  and  standards  of  precision  and 
accuracy  for  measuring  such  products  and  recommends  priorities  on  presently 
market)^  products  for  standard-setting  by  the  Pood  and  Dnig  Administration. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing/open  committee  discussion.  Interested  parties  are 
encouraged  to  present  information  pertinent  to  the  classification  of  diagnostic 
products  listed  in  the  annodncement  to  S.  K.  Vadlamudi,  D.V.M.,  Ph.  D.,  Head  of 
Classification  (HFK-400) ,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  ^MD  20852.  Submission 
of  data  relative  to  tentative  classification  findings  is  also  invited. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  The  subcommittee  will  classify  the  following 
diagnostic  products:  products  used  for  the  determination  of  anticonvulsant  drugs 
and  lead,  products  used  for  drug  screening,  products  used  for  quantitative  and/or 
qualitative  testing  in  toxicology,  and  the  general  purpose  reagents.  This  session 
will  be  closed  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of  views  and  to  avoid  undue  interference 
with  subcommitt^  operations  (5  n.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ) . 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

8.  Panel  on  Review  of  An¬ 
esthesiology  Devisee. 

Nov.  6,  9  a.m..  Room  4173, 
HEW  North,  380  Inde¬ 
pendence  Ave.  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Open  public  hearing  9  ajn.  to  12  m.;  open  committee 
discussion  1  to  2:30  p.m.;  closed  committee  delibera¬ 
tions  230  pjn.  to  adioonmient;  Frankl3m  K.  Coombe 
(HFK-400),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  RockvlUe,  Md.  20652, 
301-443-3550. 

General  function  of  ihe  committee.  Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data  con¬ 
cerning  safety,  effectiveness,  and  reliability  of  anesthesiology  devices. 

Agenda — Open  ptiblic  hearing.  Interested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
information  pertinent  to  the  classification  of  blood  warmers  and  blood  microfilters 
and  the  general  area  of  blood  transfusions  to  Franklyn  K.  Coombs,  Executive 
Secretary.  Submission  of  data  relative  to  tentative  classification  findings  is  also 
invited. 

Jeffery  McChillough,  MX).,  University  of  Minnesota,  will  speak  on  blood  cell 
damage  during  microwave  heating  of  whole  Idood.  Hyman  Katz,  Ph.  D.,  of  Pall 
Biomedical  Products  Corporation  wfil  present  scientific  data  on  microfilters  used 
for  blood  transfusions,  with  the  emphasis  on  fflter  pore  si2>e. 

Open  committee  discussion.  The  special  consultants  to  each  subcommittee  will  be 
introduced  to  the  parent  panel.  There  wUl  be  a  presenation  of  why  these  two  sub¬ 
committees  w^e  formed  and  what  th^  specific  directives  from  '^e  parent  panel 
are.  The  Panel  on  Review  of  Anesthesiology  Devices  will  contbiue  listing  specific 
problem  areas  for  standards  development  using  the  standards  requirements  data 
sheets  to  indicate  these  areas. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  Data  on  blood  warmers  and  blood  microfilters, 
and  listing  of  areas  of  concern  for  either  premarket  appro^  or  standards  for 
these  devices  will  be  discussed.  This  portion  of  the  meeting  is  closed  to  protect 
the  free  exchange  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  interference  witii  panel 
operatkms  (5  U.8.C.  552(b)  (5) ) . 
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NOTICES 


GominittM  name  Data,  time,  place 


Type  ot  meeting  and  contact  person 


0.  Dent^  Drug  Products  Not.  12  and  IS,  S  sjn..  Con-  Open  pubUe  bearing  Not.  12,  S  ajn.  to  12  m.;  open 
AdTisory  Committee.  ference  Boom  O,  Park-  committee  discusnon  Not.  12,  1  to  4  pjn.;  elo^ 
lawn  Bldg.,  6(100  Fisbers  committee  deUberations  Not.  13,  9  ajn.  to  4  pjn.; 
Lane,  RockTiile,  Md.  Clarence  C.  Oilkes  D  J3.S.  (HFD-IM),  5600  Fisbers 

Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20652,  301-443-3560. 


General  function  of  the  committee.  Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data  con¬ 
cerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness  of  marketed  and  investigational  prescription 
drugs  for  use  in  the  practice  of  dentistry. 

Agenda — Open  ptibUc  hearing.  During  this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  data,  information,  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing,  on  issues  pending 
before  the  committee. 

Open  committee  discussion.  Discussion  of  N-2  t3i}e  formulations. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  Discussion  of  NDA  17-728  and  IND  8951.  This 
portion  will  be  closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade  secret  data  and  to  protect  the 
free  exchange  of  internal  views  and  for  formulation  of  recommendations  (5  U.S.C. 
552(b)  (4)  and  (5)). 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


10.  Panel  on  Review  of  Topi-  Nov.  12  and  13, 9  a.m.,Con-  Open  pablic  hearing  Nov.  12,  9  to  10  a.m.:  closed  cmn- 
cal  Analgesics.  ference  Room  B,  Park-  mittee  deliberations  Nov.  12,  10  a.m.  to  4'AO  p.m., 

lawn  Bldg.,  5600  Fisbers  NoT.13,9a.m.to4;30p.m.;LeeGeismar(HFD-510), 
Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20652, 301-443-4960. 


Closed  committee  deliberations.  Con- 
tkiuing  review  and  investigation  of  the 
ingredients  included  in  over-the-counter 
(OTC)  topical  analgesic  drug  products. 
This  meeting  is  closed  to  protect  the  free 
exchange  of  internal  views  (5  U.8.C.  552 
(b) (5) ) . 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

11.  Panel  on  Review  of 
Hemorrhoidal  Drug 
Products. 

Nbv.  16  and  17,  9  a.m.  on 
Nov.  17,  Conference 
Room  C,  Farklawn  Bldg., 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock- 
TiUe,  Md. 

Closed  committee  deliberations  Nov.  16, 9  a.m.  to  4:30 
p.m.;  open  rablic  hearing  Nov.  17, 9  to  10  a.m. ;  closed 
committee  aeliberati(His  Nov.  17,  i0a.ra.  to4:wp.m.; 
Thomas  D.  DeClUls  (HFD-510),  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Md.  20852, 801-443-4960. 

General  function  of  the  committee,  products.  This  portion  of  the  meeting  will 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data  be  closed  to  protect  the  free  exchange 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness  of  Internal  views  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ). 
of  nonprescription  drug  products.  .  Open  public  hearing.  During  this  por- 

Agerida — Closed  committee  delibera-  tion,  any  interested  person  may  present 
tions.  Continuing  review  and  investiga-  data,  information,  or  views,  orally  or  in 
tion  of  the  Ingredients  included  in  over-  writing,  on  the  issues  pending  before  the 
the-cdunter  (OTC)  hemorrhoidal  drug  committee. 


General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluate  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescription  drug  products. 

Agenda— Open  public  hearing.  During 
this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  data,  information,  or  views,  or¬ 
ally  or  in  writing,  on  the  issues  pending 
before  the  committee. 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Tjrpe  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


12.  Panel  on  Review  of  Ra-  Nov.  17  and  18,  830  a.my  Open  public  hearing  Nov.  17, 830  to  1030  a.m.;  closed 
diological  Devices.  Room  6821,  FB-8,  200  C  committee  deliberations  Nov.  17,  10:W  a.m.  to  4:30 

St.  SW.,  Washington  p.m.J<fov.  18, 830  a.m.  to  4  p.m.;  Leroy  L.  Hamilton 

D.C.  Pb.  D.  (HFK-400),  5600  Flahers  Lane,  Rockville, 

Md.  20852, 301-4»455a 


General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluate  available  data 
concerning  safety,  effectiveness,  and  re¬ 
liability  Of  radiological  devices. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  enciouraged  to  present 
information  pertinent  to  the  classl^a- 
tion  of  the  electron  avalanche  imaging 
system  to  Leroy  L.  Hamilton,  PhJ3.,  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretary.  Submission  of  data 
relative  to  tentative  classification  find¬ 
ings  is  also  invite(L 


Closed  committee  deliberations.  The 
panel  will  review  devices  tentatively  clas¬ 
sified  at  the  panel  meetings  of  May  7 
and  8,  1975,  and  July  21  and  22,  1975, 
review  ex'isting  standards  relating  to 
these  devices,  and  identify  special  device 
problems.  This  portion  of  the  meeting  is 
closed  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of 
Internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  inter¬ 
ference  with  panel  operations  (5  U.S.C. 
552(b)(5)). 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  ot  meeting  and  contact  person 


13.  Panel  on  Review  of  In¬ 
ternal  Analgesics  In- 
otudlng  Antlrbeumatle 
Drags. 


Nov.  18  and  19, 9  a.m..  Con¬ 
ference  Room  B,  Park- 
lawn  Bldg.,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Roclmlle,  Md.-  , 


Open  public  hearing  Nov.  18,  9  to  10  Skm.;  dosed  com¬ 
mittee  deliberations  Nov.  18,  10  ajn.  to  430  pjn., 
Nov.  19,  9  a-m.  to  4:30  pjn.;  Leo  Oeismar  (HFD- 
510),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  301- 
443-4960. 
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General  function  o/  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
conceming  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescriiTtion  drug  products. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  During 
this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  data,  information,  or  views,  oral¬ 
ly  or  in  writing,  on  the  issues  pending  be¬ 
fore  the  committee. 


Closed  committee  deliberations.  Con¬ 
tinuing  review  and  investigation  of  the 
ingredients  included  in  over-the-counter 
(OTO  internal  analgesic  including 
antirheumatic  drug  products.  This  meet¬ 
ing  is  closed  to  protect  the  free  exchange 
of  internal  views  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ) . 


CJommittM  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


14.  Panel  on  Reyiew(rf  Cold,  NoT.19,20,and21,  S:30p.m^  Cloeed  committee  deliberations  Not.  19,  9  a.m.  to 
Cough,  Alleigy,  Brtm-  Boom  1409,  KB-8,  900  C  8.30  p.m.;  open  public  bearing  Noy.  19,  3:30  to  4:30 

cbomlaUns  and  Anti-  St.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  p.m.;  ekieed  committee  ddlberations  Not.  30, 

asthmatic  Drugs.  9  ajn.  to  4:30  p.m..  Not.  21,  9  a.m.  to  4S0  p.m.; 

Thomas  D.  DeClUis  (HFD-510),  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
RockTille,  Md.  90862,  301-44S-4960. 


General  function  of  the  committee,  products.  This  portion  of  the  meeting 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data  will  be  closed  to  protect  the  free  ex- 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness  change  of  internal  views  (5  UJS.C.  552 
of  nonprescrlption  drug  products.  (b)  (5) ) . 

Agenda— Closed  committee  delibera-  Open  public  hearing.  During  this  por¬ 
tions.  Continuing  review  and  investiga-  tion.  any  interested  person  may  present 
tion  of  the  ingredients  included  in  over-  data,  information,  or  views,  orally  or  in 
the-coimter  (OTC)  cold,  cough,  allergy,  writing,  on  Issues  pending  before  the 
bronchodilators  and  antiasthmatic  drug  committee. 


Committee  nazne^  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


15.  Panel  on  Reylew  01  Not.  20  and  21, 9  a.m..  Con-  Open  public  hearing  Not.  30,  9  to  10  ajn.;  closed  oom- 
Antipeis{rirant  Drug  ferenoe  Room  B,  Park-  mittM  deliberations  Not.  20,  10  ajxu  to  4J0  pjn.. 

Products.  lawn  Bldg.,  5600  Fishers  Not.  21,  9  aan.  to  4:30  pan.;  Lee  Geismar  (HFD-510), 

Lane,  B^Tilie,  Md.  5600  Fishers  Lane,  BockTiUe,  Md.  20853, 301-443-^. 


General  function  of  the  committee.  Re¬ 
views  and  evaluates  available  data  con¬ 
ceming  the  safety  and  effectiveness  of 
nonprescription  drug  products. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  During 
this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  data,  information,  or  views, 
orally  or  in  writing,  on  the  issues  pend¬ 
ing  before  the  committee. 


Closed  committee  deliberations.  Con¬ 
tinuing  review  and  investigation  of  the 
ingredients  included  in  over-the-coun¬ 
ter  (OTC)  antiperspirant  drug  products. 
This  meeting  is  closed  to  protect  the  free 
‘exchange  of  internal  views  (5  UJS.C. 
552(b) (5)). 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


16.  Clinical  Chemistry  Sub-  Not.  20  and  21,  0  ajn.,  330  Open  committee  cliscu8sl<Hi  Not.  20,  9  ajn.  to  12  m.; 
committee  of  the  Diag-  Independence  Aye.  SW.,  closed  committee  deliberations  Not.  20,  1  to  S  pan.; 

nostie  Products  Ad-  '  Washington,  D.C.,  Room  open  public  hMuing  Not.  n,  0  to  10  ajn.;  open  eom- 

Tisory  Committee.  4173,  HBW-North  on  Nor.  mittee  discusrion  Not.  31,  io  a.m.  to  12  m.;  closed 

20,  Room  5160,  HEW-  committee  deliberations  Not.  21, 1  to  5  p.m.;  Charles 

North  on  Not.  21.  S.  Furfine  Ph.  D.  (HFK-400),  5600  Fishers  Lane 

RockTille,  Md.  20852, 301-443-4943. 


General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluate  available  data 
conceming  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulatifm. 

Agenda — Open  committee  discussion. 
Discussion  of  revisions ‘to  Uie  proposed 
eAucose  product  class  standard,  including 
a  report  from  the  statistics  subcommit¬ 
tee  about  the  evaluation  protocol.  Dis¬ 
cussion  of  a  proposal  for  a  draft  of  a  cali¬ 
brator  product  class  standard  including 
a  report  frc»n  the  statistics  subcommit¬ 
tee.  Presentation  of  data  and  discussions 
ol  the  accuracy,  precision,  and  proper¬ 
ties  of  the  hexokinase  method  for  quan¬ 
titative  glucose  measurements. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  The 
Cfxnmlttee  will  review  specific  perfor¬ 


mance  requirements  pertaining  to  revis¬ 
ing  the  proposed  glucose  product  class 
standard  and  evaluate  the  revised  pro¬ 
posal  for  a  draft  of  the  calibrator  prod¬ 
uct  class  standard.  This  portion  of  the 
meeting  wUl  be  closed  to  permit  the  free 
exchange  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  interference  with  committee  op¬ 
erations  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5)). 

Open  public  hearing.  Interested  par¬ 
ties  are  encourage  to  present  data  per¬ 
tinent  to  the  devolpment  of  product  class 
standards.  Those  desiring  to  make  for¬ 
mal  presentations  should  notify  Charles 
S.  Furfine,  PhJD.,  Executive  Secretary 
(address  noted  above),  in  writing  by 
Novranber  14, 1975. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  204— TUESDAY,  OCTOBER  21,  1975 


49120 


NOTICES 


ConuiitttM 


Date,  time,  ideoe 


Type  of  meetiac  and  eontaet  penoa 


17.  TosicoloKy  Advisory 
Cominlttee. 


Nov.  20 and  21, 8  a.m.,  Con-  Open  oommlttee  disoiMdon  Nov.  20,  9  aJn.  to  12  m., 
iareno^  Room  M,_Parkr  wen  public  beaiinc  Nov.  2^  1  to  2  p.m.;  open  com¬ 
mittee  discussion  Nov.  20,  2  to  430  p.m.;  Nov.  21; 
0  to  10  a.m.;  cloeed  coninlttee  delibetati4xu  Nov.  21, 
10  ajn.  to  12  m.;  wen  committee  discoasion  Nov.  21, 
1  to  2  p.m.;  Jeffrey  A.  Stafla  Ph.  D.  (HF8-50),  5660 
Fisbers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  l01-44(--in60. 


lawn  Bldg.,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rodtvllle,  Md. 


General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data  re¬ 
lating  to  the  evaluation  of  the  safety  of 
chemicals  present  In  foods,  drugs,  cos¬ 
metics,  and  medical  devices.  Advises  on 
the  safety  of  specific  human  drugs,  ani¬ 
mal  drugs,  color  and  food  additives,  cos- 
'metic  components,  and  components  of 
devices.  Reccanmends  the  development  of 
standardized  methodologies  for  the  tox¬ 
icity  of  such  materiaL 
Agenda — Open  committee  discussion. 
Presentation  and  discussion  of  toxicologi¬ 
cal  data  derived  from  studies  OT  FD&C 


Open  public  hearing.  Ehiring  this  por¬ 
tion,  any  interested  person  may  present 
data,  information,  or  liews,  orally  or  in 
writing,  on  issues  pending  before  the 
committee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  Pres¬ 
entation  and  discussion  of  toxicological 
data  derived  from  studies  of  FD&C  Red 
No.  2.  This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  permit  the  free  exchange  of  in¬ 
ternal  views  and  to  avoid  imdue  inter¬ 
ference  with  committee  operations  (5 


Red  No.- 2. 

U.S.C.  552(b) » 5)). 

Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

18.  Implants  Subcommittee 
of  the  Panel  on  Review 
of  Cttfdlovascular  De¬ 
vices.  . 

Nov.  21,  930  a.m..  Room 
4178,  HEW  North,  330 
Independence  Ave.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Open  public  hearlng.0'30  to  10:30  a.ra.;  open  committee 
discusrion  1030  a.m.  to  3  pan.;  clMed  committee 
deliberations  3  to  4  p.m.;  Glenn  A.  Rahmoeller 
(HFK-400),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852, 
301-443^2876. 

General  function  of  the  committee.  Re¬ 
views  and  evaluates  available  data  con- 

devices.  During  this  portion  the  sub¬ 
committee  members  will  review  and  dis- 

ceming  safety,  effectiveness,  and  relia¬ 
bility  of  cardiovascular  devices.  . 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
information  pertinent  to  the  safety  and 
efficacy  of  csurdiac  pacemakers  to  Glenn 
A.  Rahmoeller,  Ebcecutive  Secretary. 
Submission  of  data  relative  to  tentative 
classification  findings  is  also  invited. 

Open  committee  discussion.  Discussion 
of  the  safety  and  efficacy  of  cardiac  pace¬ 
makers  and  formulati<m  (rf  product  de- 
vek^mjent  protocol  guidelines  for  these 


cuss  the  pacemaker  standard  that  was 
developed  by  the  Associatiem  for  the  Ad¬ 
vancement  of  Medical  Instrumentation 
under  contract  with  the  Pood  and  Drug 
Administration. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  The 
subcommittee  members  will  review  the 
material  presented  during  the  open  ses¬ 
sions  and  make  specific  recommenda¬ 
tions.  The  reason  for  closing  this  part 
of  the  meeting  is  to  protect  the  free  ex¬ 
change  of  internal  views  <5  U.S.C.  552(b) 
(5)). 


CommittM  name 


Date,  time,  place 


Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


19.  Panel  on  Review  of  Nov.  21  and  22,  4  jp.m..  Open  public  hearing  Nov.  21,  4  to  5  p.m.;  open  com- 
Orthopaedic  Devices.  Branlfl  PI.,  1500  Canal  mittee  discussion  Nov.  21,  5  to  8  p.m.;  clo^  com- 
St.,  New  Orleans,  LA.  mittee  deliberations  Nov.  22,  9  a.m.;  Robert  8. 

Kennedy  Ph.  D.  (HFK-400>,  5600  Fisbers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Md.  20652, 301-143-2376. 


General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluate  available  data 
concerning  safety,  effectiveness,  and  re¬ 
liability  of  orthopaedic  devices. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
information  pertinent  to  the  tentative 
classification  findingm  of  this  panel.  Mr. 
Charles  McN^  of  the  Division  of  Medi¬ 
cal  Device  Standards  lind  Research  will 
discuss  the  current  status  of  standards 
for  surgical  implant  metallic  materials. 

Open  committee  discussion.  The  panel 
will  review  and  determine  if  the  hunter 
tendon  implant  should  be  classified  sep¬ 
arately  from  the  loco  motor  ligament  and 


tendon  implants.  Representatives  from 
the  Richards  Manufacturing  Company 
will  present  additional  information  re¬ 
quested  by  the -panel  members  concern¬ 
ing  the  “polyflex  system”  for  ligament 
replacement. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  The 
panel  will  review  the  tentative  classifica¬ 
tion  results  and  will  establish  a  list  of 
priority  items  for  consideration  in  stand¬ 
ards  development.  This  portion  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  protect  free  ex¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  interference  with  panel  operations 
(5U.S.C.  552(b)  C5)) 


Committoe  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


20.  Surgical  Drugs  Advisory  Nov.  24,  0  a.m.,  Conference  Open  public  hearting  6  to  10  a.m.;  open  committee 
Committee.  Room  Q, Paiklawn  Bldg.,  discussion  10  to  1030  a.m.;  clos^  presentation  of 

6600  Fljmws  Lane,  Ro»-  data  1030  a.m.  to  330  p.m.;  closed  committee  de> 
vlUe,  Md.  liberations  830  p.m.;  Oe^d  Rachanow  (HFD-1601, 

6600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20652, 301-443-3500. 
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General  function  of  the  committee. 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  marketed  and  investigational  pre¬ 
scription  drugs  for  use  in  the  field  of 
surgery. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  During 
this  portion,  any  interested  person  may 
present  data,  information,  or  views,  oral¬ 
ly  or  in  writing,  on  issues  pending  before 
the  committee. 

Open  committee  discussion.  Discussion 
of  peritoneal  dialysate  and  hemodialy- 
sate  solutions  and  powders. 


Closed  preserUaUon  of  data.  Discus¬ 
sion  of  IND  1004,  NDA  17-767,  and  NDA 
17-766.  nils  portion  of  the  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade 
secret  data  (5  n.S.C.  552(b)  (4) ) . 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  Dis¬ 
cussion  of  IND  1004,  NDA  17-767,  and 
NDA  17-776.  This  portion  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  permit  the  free  ex¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  for  formu¬ 
lation  of  recommendations  (5  U.S.C. 
552(b)(5)). 


Generally,  FDA  advisory  cmnmittees 
will  be  closed  because  the  subject  matter 
Is  exempt  from  public  disclosure  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(b)  (4),  (5),  (6),  or  (7),  al- 
thoiigh  on  occasion  the  other  exemptions 
listed  in  5  n.S.C.  552(b)  may  also  apply. 
Thus,  a  porticm  of  a  meeting  may  be 
closed  where  the  matter  involves  a  trade 
secret;  commercial  or  financial  informa¬ 
tion  that  is  privileged  or  confidential; 
personnel,  medical,  and  similar  files,  dis¬ 
closure  of  \^lch  could  be  an  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy;  and 
investigatory  files  compiled  for  law  en¬ 
forcement  purposes.  A  portion  of  a  meet¬ 
ing  may  also  be  closed  if  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  determines:  (1)  That  it  Involves 
inter-agency  or  intra-agency  memo¬ 
randa  or  discussion  and  deliberations  of 
matters  that,  if  in  writing  would  con- 
stitue  such  memoranda,  and  which 
would,  therefore,  be  exempt  from  public 
disclosure;  and  (2)  that  it  Is  essential  to 
close  such  portion  of  a  meeting  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  free  exchange  of  internal  views 
and  to  avoid  undue  interference  with 
agency  or  committee  operations. 

Examples  of  matters  to  be  considered 
at  closed  portions  are  those  related  to  the 
review,  discussion,  evaluation  or  ranking 
of  grant  applications;  the  review,  discus¬ 
sion,  and  evaluation  of  specific  drugs  or 
devices;  the  deliberation  and  voting  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  formation  of  specific  regula¬ 
tory  recommendations  (general  discus¬ 
sion,  however,  will  generally  be  done  dur¬ 
ing  the  c^n  committee  discussion  por¬ 
tion  of  the  meeting) ;  review  of  trade  se¬ 
crets  or  confidential  data;  consideration 
of  matters  Involving  PDA  investigatory 
files;  and  review  of  medical  records  of 
individuals. 

Examples  of  matters  that  ordinarily 
will  be  considered  at  open  meetings  are 
those  related  to  the  review,  discussion, 
and  evaluation  of  general  preclinlcal  and 
clinical  test  protocols  and  procedures  for 
a  class  of  drugs  or  devices,  consideration 
of  labeling  requirements  for  a  class  of 
marketed  drugs  and  devices,  review  of 
data  and  information  on  specific  investi¬ 
gational  or  marketed  drugs  and  devices 
that  have  previously  be«i  made  public, 
and  presentation  of  any  other  data  or 
information  that  is  not  exempt  from 
public  disclosure. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

SHXRwm  Oardnzr, 
Acting  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

[PR  Doc.76-28227  PUed  10-20-75;8:46  am] 


PANEL  ON  REVIEW  OF  ANTI  PERSPI  RANT 
DRUG  PRODUCTS 

Meeting  Cancellation 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6.  1972  (Pub. 
L.  92-^463,  86fitat  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App. 
I) ) ,  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
announced  in  a  notice  published  in  the 
Fedkrai,  Rxgibtkr  of  September  22,  1975 
(40  FR  43533)  public  advisory  committee 
meetings  and  otho:  required  information 
in  accordance  with  provisions  set  forth 
In  secti(Hi  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  act. 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


21.  Panel  on  Review  of  Ob-  Nov.  24  and  26,  9  ajn„  Open  public  hearing  Nov.  24, 9  a.m.  to  12  m.;  open  com- 
stetrical  and  Gynecol-  Room  6821,  FB-8,  200  O  mlttee  discussion  Nov.  24, 1  to  2  p.m.;  clbsed  commit- 

ogy  Devices.  St.  SW.,  Washington,  tee  deliberations  Nov.  24,  2  to  4  p.m.;  open  public 

D.C.  hearing  Nov.  25,  9  to  10  s.m.;  closed  committee 

deliberations  Nov.  25, 10  a.m.  to  12  m.;  open  commit¬ 
tee  discussion  Nov.  25, 1  to  3  p.m.;  Lillian  Yin  Ph.  D: 
(HFK-400),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852 
301-443-3550. 


General  function  of  the  committee.  Re¬ 
views  and  evaluates  available  data  con¬ 
cerning  the  safety,  effectiveness,  and  re¬ 
liability  of  obstetrical  and  gynecology 
devices. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing.  Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
Information  pertinent  to  a  product  de¬ 
velopment  protocol  guideline  for  obstet¬ 
rical-gynecological  ultrasonic  diagnostic 
devices.  Those  desiring  to  make  formal 
presentations  should  notify  Lillian  Tin, 
Ph.  D.,  Executive  Secretary,  in  writing 
by  November  15,  1975.  Submission  of 
written  data  is  also  invited. 

Open  committee  discussion.  Novem¬ 
ber  24:  The  FDA  representative  will  re¬ 
port  to  the  panel  on  the  current  Bureau 
activities  involving  obstetrical-gyneco¬ 
logical  devices  and  the  current  status  of 
the  medical  device  legislation. 

The  panel  will  evaluate  and  determine 
If  there  is  suCBcient  information  for  the 
panel  to  draft  a  product  development 
protocol  guideline  for  the  obstetrical- 
gynecological  diagnostic  devices. 

November  25 :  The  panel  will  consider 
specific  performance  standards  of  those 
devices  that  have  been  assigned  to  the 
top  priority  standards  development. 

Closed  committee  deliberations.  No¬ 
vember  24:  The  panel  will  discuss  and 
draft  a  product  development  protocol 
guid^lne  for  obstetrical-gynecological 
ultrasonic  diagnostic  devices.  This  por¬ 
tion  of  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  free  exchange  of  internal  views 
and  to  avoid  undue  interference  with 
pan^  operations  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) ) . 

November  25:  The  panel  will  continue 
to  discuss  and  draft  a  product  develop¬ 
ment  protocol  guideline  for  intrauterine 
ooniTOceptive  devices.  This  portion  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  protect  the 
free  exchange  of  internal  views  and  to 
avoid  undue  interference  with  panel  op¬ 
erations  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)(5)). 

Each  public  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ing  listed  above  may  have  as  many  as 
four  separable  portions:  (1)  An  open 
public  hearing.  (2)  an  open  committee 
discussion,  (3)  a  closed  presentation  of 


eration.  Every  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ing  shall  have  an  open  public  hearing. 
Whether  or  not  it  also  Includes  miy  of  the 
other  three  portions  will  depend  upon  the 
specific  meeting  Involved.  The  dates  and 
times  reserved  for  the  separate  portions 
of  each  committee  meeting  are  listed 
above. 

The  open  public  hearing  porticm  of 
each  meeting  shall  be  at  least  1  hour  long 
unless  public  participation  does  not  last 
that  long.  It  is  emph^ized,  however,  that 
the  1  hour  time  limit  for  an  <^n  public 
hearing  represents  a  minimum  rather 
than  a  maximum  time  for  public  partici¬ 
pation,  and  an  open  public  hearing  may 
last  for  whatever  longer  period  the  com¬ 
mittee  chairman  determines  will  facili¬ 
tate  the  committee’s  work. 

Meetings  of  advisory  committees  shall 
be  ccHiducted,  Insofar  as  is  practical,  in 
accordance  with  the  agenda  published  in 
this  Federal  Register  notice.  Changes  in 
the  agenda  will  be  annoimced  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  open  portion  of  a  meeting. 

Any  Interested  person  who  wishes  to 
be  assured  of  the  right  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  open  public  hearing 
portion  of  a  meeting  shall  Inform  the 
contact  person  listed  above,  either  orally 
or  in  writing,  prior  to  the  meeting.  Any 
person  attending  the  hearing  who  does 
not  in  advance  of  the  meeting  request  an 
opportunity  to  speak  will  be  allowed  to 
make  an  oral  presentation  at  the  hear¬ 
ing’s  conclusion,  if  time  permits,  at  the 
chairman’s  dlscreticm. 

The  Commissioner,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  has  deter¬ 
mined  for  the  reasons  stated  that  those 
portions  of  the  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ings  so  designated  tn  this  notice  shall  be 
closed.  Both  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  and  5  UJ3.C.  552(b)  permit 
such  closed  advisory  committee  meetings 
in  certain  circumstances.  ’Ihose  portions 
of  a  meeting  designated  as  closed  «haii, 
however,  be  closed  tor  the  shortest  time 


possR)le  coosistent  with  the  Intent  of  the 
data,  and  (4)  a  closed  committee  dellb-  cited  statutes. 
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Since  various  Industry  representaUves 
who  were  scheduled  to  take  part  In  the 
meeting  are  now  unable  to  do  so,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  meeting  of  the 
Pan^  cm  Review  of  Antlperspirant  Drug 
Products  scheduled  for  October  23  and 
24, 1975,  is  canceled. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

€(Aif  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[PR  Doc.76-28228  PUed  10-20-76;8:46  amj 


Food  and  Drug  Administratkm 
[Docket  No.  760-0296:  GRASP  S00027] 

OUN  CHEMICALS 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Affirmation 
of  GRAS  Status 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-27280  appearing  on  page 
47817  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  October  10, 
1975,  the  third  line  beginning  “201  (s), 
499  ..  .  ”  should  be  corrected  to  read, 
“201 (s), 409  .  .  . 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

NEW  YORK 

(FDAA-487-DR;  NPD-3081 

Amendment  to  Notice  of  Major  Disaster 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  for  State 
of  New  York,  dated  October  2,  1975,  Is 
hereby  amended  to  include  the  following 
county  among  those  counties  determined 
to  have  been  adversely  affected  by  tiie 
catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  In  his  declaration  of  Oc¬ 
tober  2, 1975: 

The  County  of : 

Putnam. 

(Catalog  oX  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  October  14, 1975. 

Thohas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator.  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 
(FR  Doc.75-28285  Filed  10-20-76:8:46  am| 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

CONVERSION— GENERAL  AVIATION  DIS 
TRICT  OFFICE  AT  LAS  VEGAS.  NEVADA, 
TO  FLIGHT  STANDARDS  DISTRICT 
OFFICE 

Jurisdictional  Change 

Notice  is  hereby  givm  that  on  Octo¬ 
ber  10,  1975,  the  General  Aviation  Dis¬ 
trict  Office  at  Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  will  be 
converted  to  a  Hight'Standards  District 
Office.  Concurroit  with  this  action,  ju¬ 
risdiction  ovm:  air  carrier  activities  in  the 
State  of  Nevada,  which  was  formo'ly 
exercised  by  the  Los  Angiries  and  San 


Frandsco  Air  Carrio:  District  Offices, 
will  be  assumed  by  the  Las  Vegas  Right 
Standards  District  Office.  (Sec.  313(a). 
72  Stat.  752;  49  UJB.C.  1354) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
October  6, 1975. 

Lynn  L.  Hink, 

Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 
[FR  Doc.76-28216  FUed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  27790] 

BALAIR  AG 

Hearing  Regarding  Foreign  Charter  Permit 
Renewal  (Switzerland) 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
(rf  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  will  be 
held  on  November  12. 1975,  (40  FR  40875, 
September  4,  1975)  at  10  a.m.  (local 
time) ,  in  Room  503,  Universal  Building. 
1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  before  Administrative  Law 
Judge  Richard  M.  Hartsock. 

For  Information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  Interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report 
served  October  10, 1975,  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  which  are  in  the  docket  of  tills 
proceeding  on  file  in  the  Docket  Section 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  14, 
1975. 

[seal]  Richard  M.  Hartsock, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.75-28308  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  28196] 

CALIFORNIA-ALBERTA  ROUTE 
PROCEEDING 

Chai^  in  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  because  of 
conflict  with  the  oral  argument  in  Docket 
27153,  Honolulu-Vancouver  Route  Pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  date  of  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  herein,  heretofore  scheduled  for 
October  29,  1975  (40  PR  41832,  Septem¬ 
ber  9.  1975) ,  Is  hereby  changed  to  Octo¬ 
ber  30.  1975,  at  10  am.  (local  time)  in 
Hearing  Room  C,  1003  Universal  Build¬ 
ing  North,  1875  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  15, 
1975. 

[seal]  Hinry  Whitehouse, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FB  Doc.75-28306  FUed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

MICHIGAN  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting;  Amendment 

Notice  Is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  ot  the  U.S.  Commlssl€«  on  Civil 
Rights,  that  a  factfinding  meeting  orig¬ 


inally  scheduled  ior  October  21-23,  1975 
has  been  cancelled.  The  meeting  will  be  a 
planning  meeting  and  will  convene  on 
October  22,  1975  at  18263  Ohio  Street, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48221  at  3:00  pm.  and 
ending  at  9:00  p.m. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  the  Committee  Cliair- 
person  or  tiie  Midwestern  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Commission,  Room  1428,  230 
South  Dearborn  Street,  32nd  Floor,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60604. 

Hie  purpose  of  tois  meeting  is  to  con¬ 
tinue  planning  for  upcoming  factfinding 
meeting  November  12-13  in  Sault  Ste. 
Marie,  Michigan.  Continue  revision  of 
dr^t  of  Modri  Cities  Report.  This  meet¬ 
ing  is  a  revision  of  the  earlier  autiKHiza- 
tion  for  the  meeting  of  October  21-23, 
1975. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  C^ommlsslon. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  October  14. 
1975. 

Isaiah  T.  (Trbswell,  Jr., 

^  Advisory  Committee  Management 

Officer. 

|FR  Doc.75-28362  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  amj 

COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  1MPLEMENTA- 
TION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN  MAN4UDE  FIBER  TEXTILE 
PRODUCTS  PRODUCED  OR  MANUFAC¬ 
TURED  IN  THE  REPUBLIC  OF  KOREA 

Ei^  or  Withdrawal  from  Warehouse  for 
Consuroption 

October  17,  1975. 

On  September  30, 1975,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
44862)  a  letter  dated  September  25, 1975, 
from  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  for 
the  Imidementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments  to  the  Commissioner  of  CTustoms 
establidiing  specific  limits  on  certain  cot¬ 
ton,  wo(d  and  man-made  fiber  textile 
products  mroduced  or  manufactured  in 
the  Republic  oX  Korea  and  exported  to 
the  United  States  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  October  1, 
1975.  The  level  of  restraint  estaUished 
in  the  foreg(^big  letter  for  men’s  and 
boys’  suits  in  Category  224  (T.S.U.S.A. 
Numbers  380.0420  and  380.8143)  should 
have  been  41,333  dosen  (496,000  units), 
instead  of  496,000  dozen. 

Accordingly,  there  is  published  below 
a  letter  of  October  17,  1975,  from  the 
CThairman  of  the  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
the  Craumissioner  of  Customs  correcting 
the  level  of  restraint  for  men’s  and  boys’ 
suits  in  Category  224  fOT  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  October  1, 
1975. 

Auur  Polansky, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Resources 
and  Trade  Assistance  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce. 
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Coiocma  Tom  m  Xacruanamnoir  om 

TfeZnLB  AtHtUlflHTB 

OOlUflBBlOinB  OP  OOMfOm, 

Department  of  the  Treaemry. 

Washington.  DX3.  20229. 

OcrOBSK  17, 1976. 

Deab  Mk.  Comiiissionxb:  Tills  dliBctl've 
amends,  but  does  not  eanoti,  the  directive 
Issued  to  you  on  September  25,  1976  by  the 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementa¬ 
tion  of  TextUe  Agreements,  concerning  im¬ 
ports  into  the  United  States  of  certain  cot¬ 
ton,  wool  and  man-made  Ijber  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  produced  or  manufactured  in  the  Re¬ 
public  of  Korea. 

The  first  paragn^ih  of  the  directive  of 
SeptMoher  25,  1976  Is  hereby  amended  to 
show  a  level  of  restraint  of  41,333  dosen  for 
part  of  Category  224  (only  TJB.USJL  Num¬ 
bers  880.0420  and  880.8148).  produced  or 
manufactured  In  the  Republic  of  Korea,  and 
exported  to  the  United  States  during  the 
twelve-month  period  beginning  <m  October  1, 
1976  and  extending  through  September  SO, 
1978.  This  amended  levd  of  restraint  has 
not  been  adjusted  to  reflect  any  entries  made 
after  Septexnber  30. 1976. 

The  actkms  taken  with  respect  to  the  Oov- 
emmuit  of  the  R^ubllo  of  Korea  and  with 
reflect  to  Imports  of  cotton,  wool,  and  man¬ 
made  liber  textile  products  frmn  the  Be- 
publlo  of  Korea  have  been  determined  by 
the  Committee  for  the  Implemmitatlon  of 
Textile  Agreemmits  to  Involve  foreign  affairs 
functions  of  the  United  Statea  Therefore, 
the  directions  to  the  CommlsBioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms,  being  necessary  to  the  hnplemsntatloa 
of  such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provlskms  of 
6  UR.C.  653.  This  letter  will  be  published  In 
the  Pedxrai,  Rxgister. 

Slncnely, 

An&N  POLANSKT, 

Chairmen,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments,  end  Deputy  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Resources  end  Trade 
Assistance  VR.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

(FR  Doc.75-26468  Filed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


UTB  for  man-made  1U>»  textile  prod- 
uete.  As  aei  forth  in  that  letto’,  the  levels 
of  regtralnt  axe  subject  to  adjustment 
piarsaazittt>pBiagrai^8(a>(i)  the  Bi¬ 
lateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Ifand-Made  Fi¬ 
ber  Textile  Agreement  of  Ifay  21,  1975, 
which  provides  lor  the  carryover  of 
shortfalls  in  certain  categories  from  the 
previous  agreement  year. 

Accordingly  at  the  request  oi  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Republic  ci  China  and 
pursuant  to  the  provision  of  the  bilateral 
agreement  referred  to  above,  there  Is 
published  below  a  letta*  of  October  17, 
1975,  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  Imidementatkm  of  TextUe 
Agre^mits  to  the  Commissioner  of  Cus¬ 
toms  amending  the  levels  of  restraint  ap- 
idlcable  to  cotton  and  man-made  fiber 
textile  products  In  Categories  22/23,  43 
and  part  of  <2.  45.  48.  49. 50/51.  213.  222. 
224,  and  234/235  for  the  twelve-mcmth 
period  beginning  on  January  1. 1975  for 
cotton  textUe  iiniducts  and  for  the 
fifteen-month  p^od  beginning  on  Octo¬ 
ber  1.  1974  for  man-made  fiber  textUe 
produets. 

Alan  Folanskt, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implenuntation  of  TextUe 
AoreemetUs,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance, 
UJS.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

COIUSITTXB  VOS  THE  IlCPLXMBNTATION  OF 

Textile  AasxxMEirrs 

CouMissioNxs  or  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

WashingUm,  D.C.  20229. 

OCTOBBE  17,  1976. 

IteAB  Mb.  Commumiomxb:  On  June  18, 1975, 
the  Chamnsn,  Committee  for  the  Imple- 


meutetlon  of  Textile  Agreements,  directed 
you  to  prohibit  entry  of  cotton  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  products  In  certain  spec¬ 
ified  categories,  produced  or  manufactured 
in  the  Republic  of  China  and  exported  to  the 
United  States  during  the  agreement  periods, 
beginning,  respectively,  on  January  1,  1975 
and  October  1.  1974,  in  excess  of  designated 
levels  of  restraint.  Ths  Chairman  further 
advised  you  that  the  levela  of  restraint  are 
subject  to  adjustment.^ 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement  Re¬ 
garding  International  Trade  in  Textiles  done 
at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  pursuant  to 
paragraph  8(a)(1)  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton, 
Wom  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement 
of  May  21,  1975,  between  the  Governments 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of 
China,  and  in  aeeordance  with  the  provlMons 
of  Executive  Order  11651  of  March  3,  1972, 
you  are  directed  to  amend,  effective  on 
October  20, 1975,  the  levels  of  restraint  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  aforesaid  directive  of  June  13, 
1976,  fcH*  cotton  textile  products  In  Categories 
22/23.  48/pt.  62,  46.  48.  49  and  60/51;  and 
for  man-made  fiber  textUe  products  In  Cete- 
gorles  213.  222,  224,  and  234/235  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  amounts: 


^Tlie  term  "adjustment”  refers  to  those 
provisions  of  the  Bilateral  Ootton,  Wo(U  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  TeartUe  Agreement  of 
May  21,  1975,  between  the  Governments  of 
the  united  States  and  the  Republie  of  China 
wiUeh  provide,  in  part,  that:  1)  wttbln  the 
aggregate  and  iqipUoable  group  limits,  q>e- 
cille  levels  of  restraint  within  Categories  1- 
38.  64,  200-213,  and  241-348  may  be  exceeded 
by  10  percent,  and  within  Categories  39-63 
and  214-240,  by  7  percent;  2)  tbeee  levels 
may  be  Inaeaeed.for  carryover  and  carry¬ 
forward  up  to  11  percent  of  the  afgilleable 
category  limit:  and  8)  administrative  ar¬ 
rangements  or  adjustments  may  be  made  to 
reeolve  minor  problMus. 


CERTAIN  COTTON  AND  MAN-MADE  FIBER 
TEXHLE  PRODUCTS  PRODUCED  OR 
MANUFACTURED  IN  THE  REPUBLIC  OF 
CHINA 

Entry  or  Withdrawal  From  Warehouse  for 
Consumption 

OCTOBEX  17,  1975. 

On  June  19,  1975,  there  was  pubUsbed 
In  tbe  Fxdbbal  Rxgistxr  (40  FR  25848)  a 
letter  dated  June  13.  1975  from  the 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implemen¬ 
tation  of  TextUe  Agreements,  to  the 
CTommisrioner  of  CMstoms,  Impl^entlng 
those  provisions  of  the  BUateral  CotUm. 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  TextUe 
Agreement  of  May  21,  1975,  between  the 
Govemm^ts  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  China  which  establish 
q;)ecific  e3q;)ort  limitations  (m  certain 
cotton  and  man-made  fibo:  textUe  prod- 
nets  produced  or  manufactured  In  the 
Republie  o(  CSilna  and  exported  to  the 
United  States  (1)  during  the  tw^ve- 
monlli  porlod  beginning  oto.  January  1. 
1975  for  cotUm  textiles  and  cotton  textUe 
promts;  and  (2)  during  Die  fifteenth- 
montti  period  beginning  on  October  1. 
1974  and  eoctendlng  through  December  31. 


Category  Amended  level  of  restraint  ^ 

22/23  .  4,242,889  yd.» 

48  End  pert  62  (only  TR.  919,003  yd.*  equlvElsnt. 

UAJL  Nos.  8820002,  282.- 
0606.  and  382.0610. 

45  _ _ -  36038  doE. 

48  . .  24040  dos. 

48  .  SeOOOdos. 

50/51  _  706,697  doB.  (of  Which  not  more  than  338,846  doe.  may 

bo  in  Okt^ory  50  and  not  more  than  510,438  doz. 
may  be  in  category  51) . 

213 _ J . - _  10098058  lb. 

222  _ _ _  4,636,066  doe. 

234  _  ll,ff75021  Ib.  (c<  which  not  more  than  382A00  lb.  shall 

be  in  TA.UAA.  Noa.  680.0430  and  880A148  and  not 
more  than  .839AOO  pounds  shall  be  In  TA.UB.A.  Nos. 
3800402  and  8800103) . 

334/235  _ _ _ _  85,804,322  yd.*  eqntvalent. 


*Tlia  lavels 
SH>t.  30, 1974. 


of  restraint  have  not  -  been  adjusted  to  reflect  any  entries  made  after 


Tha  actions  taken  with  leapect  to  the 
Government  of  ths  Republie  of  China  and 
with  req>ect  to  Imports  of  man-made  fiber 
textUe  products  from  the  Republic  of  China 
have  been  determined  by  the  Committee  for 
Um  Implementation  of  TextUe  Agreements  to 
inv<4ve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  tbe 
United  States.  Therefore,  the  directions  to 
the  Oommisstoner  of  Customs,  being  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  Impl  ementatlon  of  such  acUons, 
faU  B^thin  the  foreign  affairs  exception  to 
the  rule-making  provisions  of  5  US.C.  553. 


This  letter  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

aixicerely, 

ALSM  POLXliSKT, 

Chairman.  Oommittaa  for  Ota  Imple- 
mantatUm  of  TextUe  Agreements, 
and  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Resources  and  Trade  Assist¬ 
ance. 

|FR  Doe.76-38469  FUed  10-20-75:8:45] 
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NOTICES 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  20609;  PCC  76-11161 

ABOLITION  OF  SPECIAL  RATES  FOR 
LETTER  TELEGRAMS 

Notice  of  Inquiry 

1.  The  International  Telegraph  and 
Telephone  Consultative  Committee 
(CCITT)  of  the  International  Telecom¬ 
munication  Union  (ITU)  will  hold  its 
Sixth  Plenary  Assembly  in  the  early  Fall 
of  1976  in  Geneva,  Switzerland.  At  such 
assembly  it  will  c  msider  recommenda¬ 
tions  that  it  should  make  for  the  guid¬ 
ance  of  members  oi  the  ITU,  including, 
among  other  things,  policies  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed  in  the  international  public  mes¬ 
sage  service.  The  matters  that  will  be 
considered  by  the  (XIITT  relevant  to 
this  service  were  entrusted  for  study  to 
Its  Study  Group  I  by  the  CCTIT  at  its 
Fifth  Plenary  Assanbly  (Geneva,  1972). 
Study  Group  I  is  presently  considering 
these  questions  and  will,  prior  to  the 
Sixth  Plenary  Assembly,  report  to  the 
CCITT  on  the  conclusions  it  has  reached 
as  to  the  recommendations  that  should 
be  made  by  the  CCTIT  on  the  questions. 

2.  Study  Group  I  met  in  Geneva, 
March  17-21,  1975,  to  consider  the  mat¬ 
ters  entrusted  to  it,  with  a  United  States 
delegation  in  attendance.  Further  meet¬ 
ings  of  this  Study  Group  and  its  Working 
Parties  will  be  held  in  the  near  future 
to  formulate  final  positions.  During  the 
March,  1975,  meeting  and  an  immediate 
preceding  meeting  of  Working  Party  1/ 
TGM,  several  delegatkxis  supported  the 
principle  of  abolishing  the  letter  tele¬ 
grams  (LT^) — special  rate  telegrams  for 
international  “overnight”  telegram  mes¬ 
sages — emphasizing  that  LTs  are  op- 
tlonal  under  the  Telegraph  Regulations. 

3.  According  to  the  CCITT  Fifth  Ple¬ 
nary  Assembly  “Green  book”  on  Tele¬ 
graph  Operation  and  Tariffs,  a  letter 
telegram  is  a  “telegram  for  which  spe¬ 
cial  provisions  concerning  rates  and  pri¬ 
ority  of  transmission  and  delivery  are 
applied.”  Specifically,  terminal  and  tran¬ 
sit  rates  for  LTs  are  50  percent  of  those 
of  ordinary  telegrams  and  letter  tele¬ 
grams  may  not  be  delivered  until  after  a 
period  of  5  hours  (in  many  cases,  over¬ 
night  handling  is  the  rule)  after  having 
been  received  by  the  carrier  handling  the 
message.  Provision  of  letter  telegrams  is 
optional  among  ITU  members;  that  is, 
members  are  not  treaty-bound  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  service  and  a  number  of  coun¬ 
tries  have  already  imilaterally  discon¬ 
tinued  such  offering.  We  are  informed 
that  many  Administrations  (at  least  23 
coimtries)  eliminated  LT  service  wltii 
one  another  in  the  Pall  of  1974. 

4.  As  determined  in  public  meetings  of 
the  U.S.  CXTTT  National  Committee  on 
Regulatory  Affairs,  held  at  the  PCC  in 
May  and  June  of  1975,  in  developing  an¬ 
swers  to  a  (XTTT  Questionnaire  request¬ 
ing  certain  data  related  to  LTs,  59  per¬ 
cent  of  all  U.S.  outbound  telegram  traffic 
are  letter  telegrams.  The  Commission  is 
concerned  with  the  likely  effect  of  the 
abolition  of  the  letter  telegram  and  is 
therefore  herein  seeking  the  comments 


of  all  Interested  parties  oa.  the  questicm 
of  the  abolition  of  the  special  rate  and 
handling  for  letter  t^egrams  and  on  the 
question  of  a  user’s  likely  choice  of  al¬ 
ternative  communications  modes.  Fur¬ 
ther,  with  this  informaticm,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  wiU  be  better  able  to  advise  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  with  respect  to  the 
U.S.  position  at  further  meetings  of 
Study  Group  I  and/or  its  Working  Party 
meetings  and  at  the  Sixth  Plenary  As¬ 
sembly  of  the  CCITT. 

5.  Accordingly,  there  is  hereby  insti¬ 
tuted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  403  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  an  inquiry  into  this  matter.  Those 
common  carriers  presently  offering  the 
special  letter  telegram  rate  are  directed 
to  submit  comments  by  December  1, 1975» 
All  other  persons  wishing  to  comment 
may  do  so,  in  writing,  by  the  same  date. 
In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
§  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  11  copies  of 
all  comments  shall  be  furnished  by  the 
Commission.  All  relevant  and  timely 
comments  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission. 

Adopted:  October  1,  1975. 

Released  October  15, 1975. 

[seal]  Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28296  Piled  10-20-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  20607,  20608;  PCC  76-1103] 

ESTABLISHING  NEW  PAGING  STATIONS 
IN  THE  DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MO¬ 
BILE  RADIO  SERVICE 

Designating  Application  for  Hearing  on 
Stated  Issues;  Memorandum  Opinion 
and  Order 

In  re  Applications  of  ROBERT  F. 
RYDER  d/b/a  RADIO  PAGING  SERV¬ 
ICE,  Jerome,  Idaho;  Docket  No.  20607, 
Pile  No.  5745-C2-P-73  and  TEL-CAR, 
INC.,  Jerome,  Idaho;  Docket  No.  20608, 
Pile  No.  7580-C2-P-73,  For  Construction 
Permits  to  Establish  New  Paging  Sta¬ 
tions  in  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mo¬ 
bile  Radio  Service. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cations  to  establish  new  one-way  paging 
stations  to  operate  on  152.24  MHz  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Serv¬ 
ice  (DPLMRS)  at  Jerome,  Idaho. 

2.  Each  applicant  appears  to  be  legally, 
financially,  technically,  and  otherwise 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  the 
proposed  faculties.  However,  since  each 
applicant  requests  authorization  to  pro¬ 
vide  essentially  simUar  communications 
services  on  the  same  frequencies,  and  in 
the  same  geographical  area  their  appli¬ 
cations  are  mutually  exclusive  because 
a  grant  of  both  would  result  in  harmful 
electrical  interference.  Accordingly,  the 
applications  must  be  designated  for  com¬ 
parative  hearing  to  determine  which  ap¬ 
plicant  is  better  qualified  to  operate  the 
proposed  faculties  in  the  public  interest. 
Ashbacker  Radio  Corp.  v.  FCC,  326  UJS. 
327. (1945). 


3.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  is  or¬ 
dered,  that  pursuant  to  section  309(e) 
of  the  CMnmunlcations  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  (47  U.S.C.  309(e))  that  the 
captioned  appUcations  of  Radio  Paging 
Service  and  Tel-Car,  Inc.  are  designated 
for  hearing  in  a  consoUdated  proceeding 
upon  the  foUowing  issues; 

1.  To  determine  on  a  comparative  basis 
the  nature  and  extent  of  services  pro¬ 
posed  by  each  appUcant.^ 

2.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
issue,  which,  if  either,  of  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  £q>plicants  would  better  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  shaU  be  held  at  a  place  to  be  specified 
and  before  a  judge  to  be  designated  in  a 
subsequent  order. 

5.  It  Is  further  ordered,  that  appli¬ 
cants  may  avaU  themselves  of  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  be  heard  by  filing,  with  ttie 
Commission  pursuant  to  S  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  within  twenty  (20) 
days  of  the  release  date  thereof,  a  writ¬ 
ten  notice  stating  an  Intention  to  appear 
on  the  date  set  for  the  hearing  and  pres¬ 
ent  evidence  on  the  Issues  specified  in 
this  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order. 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau  is  msuie  a  party 
to  the  proceeding. 

Adopted  :C>ctober  1, 1975. 

Released:  October  15, 1975. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28286  Piled  10-20-76:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

CONFERENCES  IN  THE  TRADES  TO, 
FROM  AND  BETWEEN  UNITED  STATES 
ATLANTIC  AND  GULF  PORTS  AND 
PORTS  IN  SOUTH  AMERICA 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at' New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
Comments  on  such  agreements,  including 
requests  for  hearing,  may  be  submitted  to 


1  The  Ck>mml8slon  recently  defined  the 
scope  of  the  general  comparative  issue,  i.e.. 
Issue  1  herein  to  Include  consideration  of 
the  signlfcant  differences  between  the  appli¬ 
cants  as  to  charges,  maintenance,  personnel, 
practices,  classifications,  regiUations  and  fa¬ 
culties.  Vegas  Instant  Page.  60  P.C.C.  3d 
1168.  Hie  general  comparative  issue  also  In¬ 
cludes  significant  differences  with  respect  to 
local  management.  RAM  Broadcasting  of 
Plorlda,  60  P.C.C.  2d  1136. 
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the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  on  or 
before  October  31,  1975.  Any  person  de¬ 
siring  a  hearing  on  the  proposed  agree¬ 
ment  shall  provide  a  clear  and  concise 
statonent  of  the  matters  upon  ii^iich 
they  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An  alle¬ 
gation  of  discrimination  or  unfairness 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  discrimination  or  unfairness 
with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the 
Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  form  with  particularity  the  acts 
and  circumstances  said  to  constitute  such 
violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  stich  statement  mould 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  Indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by :  ^ 

WMle  8.  aooker,  Bsqulre,  Caaey,  Lane  It 
IClttondorf,  26  Broadway,  New  York,  New 
York  10004. 

Agreements  to  modify  the  respective 
organic  agreements  of  the  following 
three  members  of  the  Associated  Latin 
American  Freie^t  Conference  have  been 
assigned  the  agreement  numbers  shown: 
AtlanUe  A  Oult/Waet  Coast  of  South  Amer- 
toa  Conference,  2744-S8. 

■aat  Coast  Colombia  Conference,  7580-24. 
West  Coast  South  America  Northbound  Con- 
-ference  7880-13. 

These  agreements  (1)  reinstate  the 
Intermodal  provisions  of  each  respective 
conference,  (2)  further  amend  said  pro¬ 
visions  by  allowing  any  member  line, 
subject  to  certain  limitations  and  notice 
requirements,  to  establish  intermodal 
ttiroui^  rates  and  services,  (3)  amoid 
title  geographic  scope  of  each  respective 
conference  to  Include  foreign  Inland 
pmits,  and  (4)  provide  for  permanent 
approval  of  the  IntCTmodal  provisions. 

Agreement  No.  2744-38  also  amends 
that  Ctonfer^ce’s  Rules  and  Regula- 
tlcms  by  dieting  language  which  would 
prohibit  the  member  lines  from  quoting 
ttiTough  rates. 

Dated:  October  16, 1975i 

By  order  (tf  the  Federal  Maritime 
Oommtoslon. 

Francis  C.  Hurnky, 
Secretory. 

IIB  Doc.75-28332  FUcd  10-20-75:8:46  am] 


MEDITERRANEAN  FORCE  MAJEURE 
AGREEMENT 

Agreement  FDed 

Notice  Is  hneby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreonent,  accompanied  Iqr  a  state¬ 
ment  of  JustlfieaticHi,  has  been  filed  with 
the  Oommlsslcm  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shilling  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat  763,  46 
U.S.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  and  the 
statonent  of  justificatlcm  at  the  Wash¬ 
ington  office  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  1100  L  Btreet  NW.,  Romn 
10126;  or  may  Iniqiect  the  agreement  and 


the  statement  of  Justificatkm  at  the  Field 
Offices  located  at  Hew  York,  N.Y.,  New 
Orieans,  Louisiana,  San  Frandsco,  Gall- 
fomia  and  Old  San  Joan,  Puerto  Rico. 
Cmnments  on  such  agreements,  Includh^ 
requests  for  hearing,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,.  Washington,  D.C.  20573,  on  or 
before  Nov«nber  10, 1975.  Any  person  de¬ 
siring  a  hearing  on  the  pr(^>osed  agree¬ 
ment  shall  provide  a  clear  and  concise 
statement  of  the  matters  upon  which 
they  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An  alle¬ 
gation  of  discrimination  or  unfairness 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  discrimination  or  unfairness 
with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of  Uie 
Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularity  the  acts 
and  circumstances  said  to  constitute  such 
violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  Indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statemoit  should  indicate  that 
this  has  beea  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by : 

Howard  A.  Levy,  Bsqulre,  Suite  727,  17  Bat¬ 
tery  Place,  New  Y«*,  New  York  10004. 

Agreement  No.  10051-1  among  the 
members  of  the  above-named  agreement 
is  an  application  to  extend  approval  of 
the  agreement  f<nr  a  period  of  twa  (2) 
years  from  December  13, 1975  to  Decem¬ 
ber  13,  1977. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Coti- 
mission. 

Dated:  October  15, 1975. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28331  FUed  10-80-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Dodcet  No.  CP75-349] 

ALGONQUIN  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Formal  Hearing  and 
Granting  bitarvanUons 

OcT(»XR  14,  1975. 

On  May  29,  1975,  Algonquin  Gas 
Transmlsalon  Company  (AlgMiquin) 
filed  In  Docket  No.  CP75-349  an  api^ca- 
tkm  pursuant  to  sectlan  7(c)  of  the  Nat- 
tural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  d  puUic 
emivailence  and  necessity  authmlxlng  a 
rearrangement  In  the  transportation  of 
natural  gas  f<H:  Consolidated  Edison 
Cmnpany  of  New  Ywk,  Inc,  (Consoli¬ 
dated  Edison) . 

Algmiquin  seeks  authority  to  divert 
during  the  nonwinter  heating  season 
unspecified  volumes  of  gas  which  It  now 
transpcwts  for  the  account  of  CmssoU- 
dated  Edison  under  Its  Rate  Schedule 
T-1.  The  T-1  service  is  presently  limited 
to  deUveries  being  made  at  Pedcsklll, 
New  Y(»^  but  Algonquin  sedcs  authority 
to  divert  vohunes  to  Corttandt  and  York- 
town.  New  Yoric.  Algonquin  Is  now  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  up  to  9,000  Mcf  per 
day  for  ddlvar  at  PeekskUl  under  Rate 
Schedule  T-1.  Ccmsolidated  Edls<m  pur¬ 
chases  the  T-1  gas  from  Tennessee  Gas 


pqiellne  Cunpany  (Tennessee)  and  Al¬ 
gonquin  recces  said  gas  at  Mahwah, 
New  Jersey,  for  the  account  of  Consoli¬ 
dated  Edison.- 

Alg<mquin  currently  gas  to  Con¬ 
solidated  Edison  under  its  Rate  Sched¬ 
ules  P-1  (gen^l  service,  firm)  and  W&- 
1  (winter  service  for  P-1  customers)  at 
the  d^very  points  of  Peekskill,  Cort- 
landt  and  Yorktown.  The  maximum 
daily  delivery  obligation  (MDDO)  under 
Rate  Schedule  P-1  is  2,500  Mcf  at  Peeks¬ 
kill,  1,500  Mcf  at  Cortlandt  and  1,500  Mcf 
at  Yorktown,  The  maximum  annual 
quantity  is  675,000  Mcf  at  Peekskill,  405,- 
000  Mcf  at  Cortland  and  405,000  Mcf  at 
Yorktown.  Under  the  WS-1  Rate  Sched¬ 
ule,  Consolidated  Eklison  is  entitled  to  re¬ 
ceive  daily  from  Algonquin  4,060  Mcf  at 
Peekskill  and  2,000  Mcf  each  at  Cort¬ 
landt  and  Yorktown.  Algonquin  alleges 
that  the  service  areas  served  frmn  Peeks¬ 
kill,  Cortlandt  and  Yorktown  are  isolated 
on  Consolidated  Edison’s  system  and 
cannot  be  served  with  any  gas  other  than 
that  ddivered  by  Algonquin. 

Algonquin  states  that  Consolidated 
Edison  lacks  the  flexibility  to  serve  its 
human  needs  markets  duilng  the  non¬ 
winter  heating  season  (April  16  through 
November  15).  Algcmquln  alleges  that 
Consolidated  Edison’s  inflexibility  in  the 
Cortlandt  and  Yorktown  sowice  areas 
can  best  be  alleviated  by  Algonquin  de¬ 
livering  to  the  Cortlandt  and  Yorktown 
delivery  stations  an  unspecified  portion 
of  the  T-1  gas  vdilch  Conscdldated  pur¬ 
chases  from  Tennessee  and  which  Algon¬ 
quin  presently  delivers  to  Consolidated  at 
the  Peekskill  delivery  station.  Algonquin 
alleges  that  a  transfer  of  delivery  points 
will  have  the  dfect  of  upgrading  the  md 
use  of  the  T-1  gas.  Algonquin  alleges  that 
such  delivery  win  not  change  Algonquin’s 
contract  obligation  to  deliver  the  fun  T- 
1  MDDO  at  PeekskUl  or  Impose  any  new 
delivery  oUlgation. 

Interventions  in  support  of  Algcmquln’s 
appUcatibn  were  filed  by  Tennessee  and 
ConsoUdated  Edison.  In  addition,  C(xi- 
soHdated  Edison  has  filed  a  motion  for 
expedited  o(Hislderation. 

In  reply  to  a  deflcimcy  letter  of  July  8, 
1975,  Algonquin  sifiHnitted  on  July  24, 
1975,  the  annual  and  peiUc  day  total  re- 
qutrements  for  the  period  ending  Au¬ 
gust  31,  1974  (actual)  and  August  31. 
lfT5  (estimated  for  July  and  August  with 
no  growth  assumed).  No  breakdown  as 
to  classlflcailon  of  service  was  submitted; 
no  gas  balance  by  rate  schedule  was  In¬ 
cluded;  no  data  on  the  total  past  and  ex¬ 
pected  curtailments  of  service  by  classifi¬ 
cation  of  service  were  submitted.  We 
believe  that  Issues  exist  whl^  warrant  a 
formal  heartaig. 

In  the  hearing,  Algonquin  and  the  sup¬ 
porting  Interveners  shall  develop.  Inter 
alia: 

1.  Annual  and  peak  day  gas  require- 
mento  by  dairtficatloo,  oC  awvtee 
(residential,  commercial,  Ann  Industrial, 
Interruptible  Industrial,  residential 
heating,  commwclal  space  heating  and 
ot^r  types)  at  each  d  tiie  three  defivery 
ixilnts, 

2.  Estimated  defiverabOlty  by  rate 
achednle  (F-L  T-l,  WS-1)  and  by 
classification  of  service. 
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3.  Estimated  volumes  of  T-1  gas 
needed  to  meet  the  human  needs  market 
at  Cortlandt  and  Yorktown, 

4.  Total  past  and  expected  curtail¬ 
ments  of  service  by  classification  of  serv¬ 
ice  at  each  of  the  three  delivery  points, 

5.  Explanation  and  derivatioivof  basic 
factors  used  in  estimating  future  re¬ 
quirements,  including  for  example: 
Peak-day  and  annual  degree-day  defi¬ 
ciencies,  annual  load  factors,  individual 
consumer  peak-day  and  annual  con¬ 
sumption  factors  for  each  class  of  con¬ 
sumers,  with  supporting  historical  data, 
and  forecasted  saturation  of  space-heat¬ 
ing  as  related  to  past  experience, 

6.  Provide  underlying  data  that  will 
demonstrate  the  causes  of  the  curtail¬ 
ments  at  Cortlandt  and  Yorktown, 

7.  Alternative  fuel  sources  available  to 
Consolidated  Edison  in  the  Cortlandt, 
Yorktown  and  Peekskill  area, 

8.  Algonquin  and/or  Consolidated  Edi¬ 
son  shall  be  required  to  show  why  the  gas 
entitlement  for  Cortlandt  and  Yorktown 
by  the  only  supplier  for  such  communi¬ 
ties  where  the  load  is  all  Priority  1  be¬ 
came  exhausted  on  July  26, 1975,  and  100 
percent  curtailment  was  Instituted,  and 
no  curtailment  was  required  for  Peekskill 
at  the  same  time  insofar  as  P-1  gas  was 
concerned,  and 

9.  Demonstrate  that  there  will  be  a 
nonoccurrence  of  their  emergency  situa¬ 
tion  in  the  summer  of  1975  and  that  Con¬ 
solidated  Edison  will  be  able  to  pay  back 
volumes  of  emergency  gas  that  were  nec¬ 
essary  to  avert  substantial  harm  to  Cort¬ 
landt  and  Yorktown  last  summer. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  that  the  proceed¬ 
ing  in  Docket  No.  CP75-349  be  set  for 
formal  hearing. 

(2)  The  petitions  to  intervene  may  be 
in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant  q_jqjj5 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
a  formal  hearing  shall  be  convened  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-349  in  a  hearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE„  Washington, 

D.C.  20426,  on  November  12, 1975,  at  10 
a.m.,  e.d.t.  The  Presiding  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  for  the  purpose — See 
Delegation  of  Authority  18  CFR  3.5(d)  — 
shall  preside  at  the  nearing  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided. 

(B)  The  direct  case  of  Algonquin  and 
all  supporting  interveners  as  to  all  issues 
raised  in  its  filing  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
349  as  well  as  issues  referred  to  in  this 
order  shall  be  filed  and  served  on  all 
parties  of  record  including  Commission 
Staff  on  or  before  October  28, 1975. 

(C)  The  above-mentioned  interveners 
are  permitted  to  intervene  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  subject  to  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever.  niat  participation  of  such  inter¬ 
veners  shall  be  limitM  to  matters  affect¬ 
ing  asserted  rights  and  Interests  as  spe¬ 
cifically  set  forth  in  the  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene:  And.  provided,  fwrther.  ITiat 
the  admission  of  such  interveners  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be  aggrieved 


in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  (Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) .  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants  par¬ 
ties  to  the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing  to 
become  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commissidn  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  or  the  authorization 
for  the  proposed  abandonment  is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procediure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


[Docket  No.  G-10115,  etc.] 

AMOCO  PRODUCTION  CO.  ET  AL 

Applications  for  Certificates,  Abandonment 
of  Service  and  Petitions  To  Amend  Cer¬ 
tificates  ' 

October  10,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  or  petition  pursuant  to  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization 
to  sell  natural  gas  in  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  or  to  abandon  service  as  described 
herein,  all  as  more  fully  described  in  the 
respective  applications  and  amendments 
which  are  on  file  with  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection.  * 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C, 
20426,  petitions  to  intervene  or  protests 


*  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


Docket  No. 
and 

date  filed 


Applicant 


Purchaser  and  location 


Amooo  Production  Co.,  P.O.  Box  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp.,  >  20. 8886  16. 025 

80^,  Houston,  Tek.  77001.  Greenwood  Waskom  Field,  Caddo 

Parish,  La. 

Exxon  Corn.,  P.O.  Box  2180,  El  Paso  Natiual  Qas  Co.,  Fairvlew  *  55. 23  14. 73 

Houston,  Tex.  77001.  Mills  Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex. 

Kerr-McOee  Corp->  P-O.  Box  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  Hamon  » <  96. 6054  14. 65 

25861,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  Locke  Field,  Hemphill  County, 

73125.  Tex. 

The  Superior  Oil  Co.jP.O.  Box  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer-  ‘  •  80. 0  14. 65 

1521,  Houston,  Tex.  77001.  ica.  Sand  Dunes  Field,  Eddy 

County,  N.  Mex. 

Betty  D.  Mortimer  et  al.,  P.O.  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Ct>.,  Maxie  No  gas  deliveries  since 
]^x  1185,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Pistol  Ridge  Field,  Pearl  River  Aug.  26,  1962. 

County,  Miss. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  1589,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Wilshire  *72.0064  14.73 

Tulsa,  Okla,  74102.  (Penn)  Field,  Upton  County, 

Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Bmc  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Acreage  *  51. 0  14. 73 

300,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74102.  in  Andrews  Coimty,  Tex. 

.  Tenneoo  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  2511,  Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.,  South  *  *  $1. 10  14. 73 

Houston,  Tex.  77001.  Empire  Deep  Field,  Eddy 

County,  N.  Mex. 

.  Dorchester  Exploration,  Inc.,  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer-  *  *  80. 0  14. 66 

1204  Vaughn  Bldg.,  Midland,  icai  Square  Lake  Field,  Eddy 

Tex.  79701.  County,  N.  Mex. 

.  American  Petrofina  Co.  of  Texstf,  Ifichigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Une  Co.,  '  59. 1766  14. 65 

P.O.  Box  2159,  Dallas,  Tex.  Laveme  Field,  Beaver  County,  *63.3254  14.66 

75221.  Okla. 

.  Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  P.O.  Box  Northern  Natiual  Gas  Co.,  Harper  Well  plugged  and  aban- 
2819,  Dallas,  Tex.  75221.  Ranch  Field,  Clark  County,  doned,  leasee  termi- 

Eaus.  nated. 

.  Getty  Oil  Co.  (operator),  et  al..  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer-  UneoonomicaL 
P.O.  Box  1404,  Houston,  Tex.  ica,  Romero  TVap  Field,  Jim  Wells 
77001.  County,  Tex. 


CI76-18 . 

C  9-12-76 
CI76-146.... 
A  9-11-76 


Cn6-147.... 
A  9-11-75 


CI76-149.... 
(0-14820) 
B  8-28-75 
CI76-150.... 
A  9-11-75 


CI76-151.— 
A  9-12-76 
CI76-162.... 
A  9-12-76 


CD6-158.... 
A  9-15-75 


C176-154.... 
A  9-15-75 


CI76-167.... 
(0-12134) 
B  9-10-76 
Cn6-158— . 


Filing  code:  A— Initisd  service. 

B— Abandonment. 

C — Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D — Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E— Succession. 

F— Partial  successioa 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Docket  No. 
and 

date  filed 


Applicant 


Purchaaw  and  loeatloB 


HoapvIM 


CI76-159 . Napeco  Ine.,  122  Sontli  Ifichigan 

A  »-15-75  Ave.,  Chicago,  lU.  00603. 

CI76-160 . Sohio  Petroleum  Co.,  1100  Penn 

(C172-763)  Tower,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

B  9-12-76  73118. 

CI76-162 . General  American  Oil  Co.  of  Texas 

(CI68-007)  (operator).  Meadows  Bldg.,  Dal- 

B  9-17-76  las,  Tex.  76206. 

CI76-164 . Atlantic  Richfield  Co . 

(CI62-34) 

B  9-8-76 

CI76-166.- . Dorchester  Exploration,  Ine.7 1204 

A  9-18-76  Vanghn  Bl^.,  Midland,  Tex. 
79701. 

CI76-166 . MRT  Exploration  Co.,  9900  Clay- 

A  9-19-76  »  ton  Rd.,8t.  Louis,  Mo.  63124. 

CI76-le7 .  Ridgway  Mans^ement,  Inc.,  P.O. 

(0-18864)  Box  IW,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 

B  9-16-76 

CI76-166 . David  Fasken  and  Richard  S. 

(C871-10e6)  Brooks,  608  First  National 

B  9-19-76  Bank  Bldg.,  Midland,  Tex. 

79701. 

CI7e-16e . Marathon  Oil  Co.,  639  Sooth  Main 

B  9-6-76  St.,  Findlay,  Ohio  46840. 

CI76-170. . Mono  Power  Co.,  P.O.  Box  800, 

A  9-22-76  :^semead,  Calif.  91770. 

Cm-171 . Tcnneco  Oil  Co.jP.O.  Box  2611, 

(CI66-127)  Houston,  Tex.  WOOl. 

B  9-16-76 

C176-172. . Ladd  Petroleum  Corp.,  830  Den- 

A  9-18-76  ver  Club  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 

80202. 

CI76-178„.“  ...  Amoco  Production  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
A  9-22-76  8092,  Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

CI76-175 _ Hytech  Energy  Corp.,  710  West- 

B  9-22-75  em  Unit^  life31^..  Midland, 

Tex,  79701. 

CI76-176 . Texas  Gas  Exploration  Corp., 

A  9-23-76  P.O.  Box  62310,  Houston,  Tex. 

77052. 

CI76-177 . The  Califomla  Co.,  a  Division  of 

A  9-24-76  Chevron  Oil  Co.,  1111  Tnlane 
Ave.,  New  Orleans,  La.  70112. 

CI76-178 . Ladd  Petroleum  Corp.,  830  Den- 

A  9-19-75  ver  Club  Bldg.,  Denver,  Colo. 

80202. 

CI76-179.. . Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartles- 

(CI60-308)  Ville,  Okla.  74004. 

B  9-22-75 

CI79-180. . Texas  Gas  Exploration  Corp . 

A  9-23-75 


Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  pCAmer- 
1^  Souttiland  P^g«  3?°!^ 


•8fi«e75  Kn 


No.  1,  Seven  Ow  Ihetd,  F<dk 
County,  Tob 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Bumont  Depleted. 
Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex> 

Trunkline  Gas  Co.,  Lawson  Field,  Depleted. 
Acadia  Parish,  La. 


Perry,  Adams,  &  Lewis,  North 
Vernon  Pool,  Bummer  and  Cowley 
Counties,  Kans. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Wilson 
Penn  Field,  Lea  Coimty,  N.  Mex. 


(^ 


•‘80.0 


14.73 


•64.8367  14.66 


Mississippi  River  Transmission 
Corp.,  Mills  Rauch  Field,  Wheeler 
County,  Tex. 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Maxle-  Nonproductive. 

Pi^l  Ridge  Field,  Forrest, 

Lamar,  and  Pearl  River  Counties, 

Miss. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Depleted. 

Stateline  Field,  Woods  County, 

Okla. 

Skelly  Oil  Co.,  Blinebry-Tubb-  (>•)  . 

Diinkard  Gas  Field,  Lea  County, 

N.  Mex. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co.,  •  76. 5  15. 025 

Ship  Shoal  Area,  onshore  Loui¬ 
siana. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pip^ne  Co.,  a  Di-  -  Production  has  ceased, 
vision  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  Vermilion 
Block  46  Field,  oflshwe  Louisiana. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 

East  Niles  Field,  Canadian 
County,  Okla. . 

Transwestem  Pipeline  Co.,  Rock 
Tank  Field,  Eddy  County,  N. 

Mex. 

Nwthem  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Toro 
Field,  Reeves  County,  Tex. 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp., 

Block  271:  Ship  Shoal  Area,  ofl- 
shwe  Louisiana. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Block  172  Field,  West  Cam¬ 
eron  Area,  ofIshMe  Cameron  Par¬ 
ish,  La. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  line  Co., 

East  Niles  Field,  Caddo,  and 
Canadian  Counties,  Okla. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Ck>.,  Southeast 
Woodward  Field,  Woodward 
County,  Okla. 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Ccrp., 

Block  247,  Ship  Shoal  Area,  ofl- 
shore  Louisiana. 


1*67.3204 

14.65 

‘ »  $1. 10 

14.66 

Depleted. 

•*$1.46 

16.025 

•*$1.31 

15.025 

«  57. 3204 

14.65 

Depleted. 

•  i  $1. 45 

15.026 

>  Subiect  to  downward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

•  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment:  estimated  upward  adjustment  is  10.16 

m  ft‘. 

•  Includes  10.1189  g/M  ft*  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

•  Applicant  is  wiiUng  to  accept  a  certificate  in  accordance  with  sec.  2.56a  of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations. 

•  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  British  thermal  unit  suljustment. 

•  Includes  4.1351  g/M  ft*  tax  reimbursement  and  16A71S  6/M  W  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

•  Rate  Ux  sales  the  Barby  lease;  includes  3A679  fUl  ft*  tax  reimbursement  and  4A666  g/M  ft*  upward  British 
thermal  unit  adjustment. 

•  Rate  for  sales  from  the  Dyer  lease;  includes  3.8679  6/M  ft*  tax  reimbursement  and  8.7346  6/M  ft*  upward  British 
thermal  unit  a^ustment. 

•  Includes  8A26  6/M  ft*  tax  reimbursement  and  1.66476  6/M  ft*  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

>•  Apidlcant  no  longer  has  any  Interest  in  leases  miglntdly  covered  by  the  contract. 

u  AppUcant  proposes  so  continue  the  limited-term  sale  authorised  in  docket  No.  CI74-116,  which  expiree  Feb.  16, 
1976. 

11  Gas  wen  (GritseU  No.  1)  was  inadvettently  connected  to  SkeUy  although  gas  has  been  committed  to  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Co. 

1*  Includes  2.7295  f/M  ft*  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment  and  3A679  6/M  ft*  tax  reimbursement. 


•  Supra. 

*  Supra. 
**  Supra. 


(PR  Doc.75-28268  PUed  10-20-75; 8; 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  EP76-111 

BACA  GA&  GATHERING  SYSTEM,  INC. 
Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Propoeed  Rate  Increase,  EstabHshb^ 
Hearing  Procedures,  Instituting  Investi¬ 
gation  and  Consolidating  Proceedings 
OcToara  10,  1975. 

On  Septanber  12,  1975,  Baca  Oas 
Gathering  Systran,  Inc.  (Baca)  tendered 


for  filing  a  revised  tariff  sheet '  wherein 
Baca  proposes  to  increase  annual  rates 
hy  $262,000  for  sales  to  Panhandle  East¬ 
ern  Pipe  Line  Cconpany  (Panhandle) .  In 
support  of  the  pn^iOBed  rates,  Baca  states 
that  the  rate  Increase  is  being  filed  to 
conuiensate  onhf  for  an  increase  in  the 


*  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A,  Original  V(rf» 
ume  No.  3. 


oost  of  gas  purchased  by  Baca  from  a 
small  indracndenk  producer  and  to  re- 
sttHTe  Baca’s  gathering  fee  to  its  author¬ 
ized  level.  Baca  requests  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  become  effective  on  October 
14,  1976. 

Public  notice  of  Baca’s  filing  was  is¬ 
sued  September  23,  1975,  with  protests 
and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  7,  1975.  No  responses  have 
been  received. 

Our  review  of  the  rates  proposed  by 
Baca  in  its  September  12,  1975  filing, 
indicates  that  they  refiect  ■«unaii  pro¬ 
ducer  purchases  in  excess  of  the  rate 
levels  prescribed  in  Opinion  Na  742. 
Therefore,  the  proposed  rates  have  not 
been  shown  to  be  Just  and  reasonable, 
and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory  or  preferentisd  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  shall  ac¬ 
cept  the  proposed  rates  for  filing  and 
suspend  the  use  thereof  for  one  day  imtil 
October  15,  1975,  when  it  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  effective,  subject  to 
refund. 

With  regard  to  the  issue  of  small  pro¬ 
ducers,  we  shall  establish  hearing  proce¬ 
dures  to  determine  the  just  and  reason¬ 
able  rate  levels  of  those  small  producer 
purchases  to  be  included  in  Baca’s  filing 
in  excess  of  the  rate  levels  resulting  from 
use  of  the  'T30%  formula”  prescribed  in 
Opinion  No.  742.'  In  this  connection,  we 
believe  it  appropriate  to  make  the  small 
producer  involved,  WE(X)  Development 
Corporation  (WECO),  a  respondent  so 
that  WECO  may  present  evidence  to 
show  that  the  rat^  charged  by  it  to  Baca 
are  just  and  reasonable.  Although,  small 
producers  are  not  required  to  make  re¬ 
funds,  we  believe  it  appropriate  to  insti¬ 
tute  a  Section  5  investigation  against 
WECO  so  that  the  just  and  reasonable 
small  producer  rate  determined  in  this 
proceeding  can  be  applied  prospectively 
to  WE(X>. 

Cost  evidence  relating  to  the  small  pro¬ 
ducer  sales  which  are  the  subject  of  the 
hearing  ordered  herein  can  clearly  pro¬ 
vide  the  basis  for  “just  and  reasonable” 
rate  findings.  “P.P.C.  v.  Texaco  Inc.,”  417 
n.S.  380  (1974) .  AcCbrdingly,  we  shall  re¬ 
quire  the  small  producer  respondent  to 
submit  cost  evidence  in  order  that  we 
may  determine  the  justness  and  reason- 
aUeness  of  Baca’s  rates  and  make  appro¬ 
priate  adjustments,  if  foimd  necessary, 
to  the  small  producer  rates  pursuant  to 
our  authority  under  Section  5  of  the 
Natural  Oas  Act. 

Baca  must  show  that  the  rate  paid  by 
Baca  to  the  small  producer  is  just  and 
reascmable  by  presenting  evidence  con¬ 
sidering  sdl  relevant  factors  including, 
inter  alia,  (1)  the  pipeline’s  need  fbr  gas, 
(2)  the  availability  of  other  gas  sup¬ 
pliers,  (3)  the  amount  of  gas  dedicated 
under  the  conteact,  (4)  the  rates  of  other 
recrat  small  producer  sales  previously 
approved  for  flow  through,  and  (5)  com¬ 
parison  with  wproprlate  market  prices.* 


■ - FPC - iMUMl  August  28,  1975,  In 

Docket  No.  B-S98. 

•  Opinion  No.  742  (mlmeo,  p.  13,  paragraph 

(D). 
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Finally,  the  parties  may  submit  any 
other  evidence  relevant  to  the  Commto- 
sion’s  determination  of  whether  the  rates 
paid  by  the  pipeline  with  re£S)ect  to  sales 
imder  Opinion  No.  742  are  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  hearing 
procedures  be  established,  as  hereinafter 
ordered  and  conditioned,  and  that  the 
rates  herein  proposed  by  Baca  be  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for  one 
day  until  October  15,  1975,  when  they 
shall  become  effective,  subject  to  refund. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  sections  4,  5,  7,  14  and  16 
thereof,  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held  on 
January  27, 1976,  at  10  a.m.,  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.-' 20426,  to  determine  the  lawful¬ 
ness  of  the  proposed  rates  filed  by  Baca 
on  September  12,  1975,  Insofar  as  those 
proposed  rates  refiect  small  producer 
purchases  in  excess  of  the  “130%  for¬ 
mula”  prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  742. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  a  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  Baca’s  proposed  changes 
in  the  First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A,  Vol¬ 
ume  3  of  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff  are  accepted 
for  filing  and  suspended  until  October  15, 
1975,  at  which  time  they  may  become  ef¬ 
fective,  subject  to  refund. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  Section  5  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act,  we  hereby  institute  an  in¬ 
vestigation  into  the  just  and  reascxiable 
rates  to  be  charged  by  WBCO  in  making 
sales  to  Baca  in  excess  of  the  rates  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  “130%  formula”  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Opinion  No,  742  and  consoli¬ 
date  this  investigation  with  the  hearing 
ordered  In  Ordering  Paragraph  (A) 
above  for 'purposes  of  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision. 

(D)  Baca  and  WBCO  shall  file  direct 
testimony  and  evidence  on  or  before  No¬ 
vember  18,  1975.  Any  evidence  by  the 
Commission  Staff  or  any  Intervenor  shall 
be  filed  on  or  before  December  16,  1975. 
Any  rebuttal  evidence  shall  be  filed  on 
or  before  December  30, 1975. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Iaw 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Ddegation  of  Authority.  18  CFTl 
3.5(d)),  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
thu  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  prooediure. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  PkoBBAL 
RsaiSTxa. 

[SEAL]  ELexhetb  F.  Plxthb,* 

Seeretanf, 

[FB  D00.75-88MS  FUsd  10-»>-78;t:46  anx] 

*  Chairman  Ksatfliaa  dUunting,  fllsd  aasp- 
arata  statement  wbicn  la  Iliad  aa  pact  oC  tba 
octgtoal  doowmaut. 


.  .  NOTICES 

[Docket  No.  B-74781 

BALTIMORE  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Application 

OCTOBEK  9,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  S^>tember  30, 
1975  Baltimore  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (Applicant)  filed  a  SupEdemental 
Application  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  seeking  authority  to  increase  to 
$160  million' the  amount  of  short-term 
imsecured  promissory  notes,  including 
commercial  paper  notes,  which  it  may 
have  outstanding  at  any  one  time  and 
to  extend  to  December  31, 1977  the  latest 
maturity  date  of  notes  to  be  issued  pur¬ 
suant  thereto. 

The  Commission  authorized  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  short-term  imsecured  promissory 
notes  by  the  Applicant  in  its  order  dated 
June  13,  1969  and  supplemental  orders 
dated  September  24,  1970,  Decanber  22, 
1972,  December  21, 1973  and  November  1, 
1974.  In  the  supplemental  order  dated 
November  1,  1974,  the  Commission  au¬ 
thorized  the  Applicant  to  issue  ^ort- 
term  unsecured  promissory  notes  in  face 
amounts  of  up  to  a  maximum  of  $150 
million  with  maturities  not  later  than 
December  31,  1976. 

Applicant  is  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland  with  its 
principal  business  office  at  Baltimore, 
Maryland,  and  is  engaged  in  the  electric, 
gas  and  steam  utility  businesses  within 
the  State  of  Maryland.  The  Applicant 
has  qualified  to  do  business  also  In  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  where 
it  is  participating  in  the  ownership  and 
operation  of  two  mine-mouth  electric 
generating  plants. 

Short-term  unsecured  promissory 
notes  are  to  be  Issued  from  time  to  time 
to  banking  institutions  and/or  sold  to  or 
through  dealers  in  commnrlal  paper  of 
which  the  aggregate  amount  to  be  out¬ 
standing  at  any  one  time  as  commercial 
paper  is  not  to  exceed  25  percent  of  the 
Ai^llcant’s  gross  revalues  during  the 
preceding  twelve  months.  Short-term 
unseciured  promissory  notes  in  the  form 
of  commercial  paper  will  mature  In  no 
more  than  270  days  and  all  othor  such 
notes  wUl  have  maturities  of  up  to  one 
year  from  the  date  of  Issuance. 

The  proceeds  from  the  Issuance  ot 
short-term  unsecured  mrcxnlssory  notes 
will  be  used  to  provide  funds  for  cur¬ 
rent  corporate  transactions.  Including 
Interim  financing  of  the  Ai^cant’s  con¬ 
struction  expenditures  expected  to  total 
approximately  $140  million  In  1975  and 
are  estimated  at  $160  million  and  $180 
million  for  1976  and  1977,  respectively. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  refo-ence  to  said 
appUcattan  should  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  38,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  or  protests  In  accordance  with 
the  requlranents  of  the  C<anmisslon*» 


rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  wUl  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Persons  wishing  to  become  parties  to  the 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  petitions 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules.  ’The  application  is  on 
file  and  avaUable  for  public  inspection; 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28232  Filed  10-20-75;8 :45  am] 


[Docket  No.  BI76-36] 

BELCO  PETROLEUM  CORP.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  In  Rates, 

and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 

Effective  Subject  to  Refund  ^ 

October  10,  1975. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set 
forth  in  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawfuL 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and  that 
the  supplements  herein  be  suspended  and 
their  use  be  deferred  as  ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
cmd  15,  the  regulcdions  pertaining  there¬ 
to  (18  CFR  Ch.  I),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
public  hearings  shall  be  held  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  <dianges. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  hoeln  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended 
UnUl”  column.  Bach  of  these  supplements 
shall  become  effective,  sizbject  to  refund, 
as  the  expiration  of  the  suspension 
period  without  any  further  actkm  by  the 
Respondent  or  by  the  Cbmmission.  Bach 
Respondent  shall  comply  with  the  re¬ 
funding  procedure  required  by  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  i  154.102  of  the  regu¬ 
lations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Ccmimisslon,  neither  the  suspended  sup- 
plonents,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  od  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
Is  earlier. 

"Bj  the  Oommlsskm. 

[SEAL]  EIenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secrete^. 


'Does  not  oonsohdate  for  or  dis* 

^  pose  at  Mm  ssrarsl  nMUers  herein. 
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RaU 

Bop- 

Amount 

Date 

Effective 

DaU 

Cents  per  McI* 

Rate  in 
effect  sub¬ 

Docket 

ResiKmdent 

sebed- 

Id^ 

Purchaser  and  imduclng  area  of 

filing 

date 

suspended  ■ 

ject  to 

No. 

' 

nie 

No. 

ment 

No. 

increase 

tendered 

unless 

suspended 

until— 

Rate  In  Proposed  > 
effect  increased 

rate 

refund  in 
Docket 
Nos. 

Kr76-36...  Bclco Petroleum  Corp.,etal.  17  10  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of .  9-11-75  9-11-75  (•)  54.919  54.923 

America  (New  Mexico)  (Per- 
mlan). 


.do . :.„...do . - .  9-11-75  .  8-12-76  39.02  40.02  K17.V96. 


•  Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  is  14.65  lbfln%.  *  Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  rate  shown  is  the  total  rate,  iiieliisivc  of  any  app!iru»)le 

«  Accepted  for  filing  os  of  the  date  set  forth  In  the  “Effective  Date  Unless  Sus-  British  thermal  unit  adiustnient  and  tax. 
pended”  column. 


The  proposed  increeised  rate  filed  by  Belco 
Petroleum  Corporation,  et  al.  reflecting  relm- 
bursement  for  the  0.04  percent  Increase  Ui 
the  New  Mexico  Conservation  tax  and  a 
periodic  Intaease  is  suspended  for  five  months 
since  it  exceeds  the  applicable  area  celling 
rate  in  Opinion  No.  662. 

Belco’s  proposed  increased  rate  reflecting 
reimbursement  of  the  0.04  percent  increase 
in  the  New  Mexico  tax  for  sales  covered  by 
Opinion  No.  699,  as  amended,  is  accepted. 

Belco  requests  that  it  be  permitted  to  col¬ 
lect  200  percent  of  the  proposed  tax  reim- 
bmrsement  contained  in  each  proposed  rate 
until  it  has  been  reimbursed  for  taxes  oh  sales 
from  July  1,  1975.  the  effective  date  of  the 
0,04  percent  increase  in  the  New  Mexico  Con¬ 
servation  tax.  No  reasons  were  given  In  sup¬ 
port  of  such  request.  Good  cause  has  not 
been  shown  for  granting  such  request,  and 
the  request  is  denied. 

IPR  Doc.75-28269  Piled  10-20-75;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CS76-154,  etc.] 

BMG  MIDYEAR  ’73  EXPLORATION.  LTD., 
KANSAS  LIMITED  PARTNERSHIP,  ETC. 

Applications  for  “Small  Producer” 
Certificates  ^ 

October  14,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  AppU- 
cants-Usted  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(o)  of  the 
Natural  Oas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder  for  a  “small  pro¬ 
ducer”  certificate  of  puUlc  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  sale  for 
resale  and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  coimnerce.  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  applications  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  Inspection. 

Any  petson  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  5.  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  pe¬ 
titions  to  intmwene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
nommisHion’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) .  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wlshlxig  to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in  must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

iTlilB  notice  does  not  provide  for  con- 
solldotton  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jm'isdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Clas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  • 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  all  ap¬ 
plications  in  which  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  Where  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

^  Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 


Secretary. 


Docket  Date  Applicant 

No.  filed 


CS76-154...  9-19-75  BMG  Mldyeu  ’73  Exploration, 
Ltd.,  a  &kn8as  limited  partner¬ 
ship,  476  17th  St.,  Denver, 
Cok>.  80209. 

CS76-155...  9-22-75  C.  N.  AdldSson,  Box  800, 
McCamev,  Tex.  79752. 

CS76-154...  9-22-76  J.  8.  Ward,  101  South  4th  St., 
Arteeia,  N.  Mex.  88210. 

CS75-157...  9-22-75  Moore  Engineering  Resources,  a 
division  of  Lester  Moore  Tank 
A  Supply  Co.,^  Inc.,  233  Here¬ 
ford  Kd.,  Corpus  Christ!,  Tex. 
78408. 

CS76-158...  9-22-75  SAn-Go,  Inc.,  233  Hereford  Rd., 
Corpus  Chnsti,  Tex.  78408. 

C879-159...  9-22-75  Western  74,  P.O.  Box  993,  Mid¬ 
land,  1^.  79701. 

CS76-160...  9-23-75  Gnarfflan  ExploraUon,  Ltd.— 
1975,  616  7ones  Bldg.,  Corpus 
Chrlsti,  Tex.  78401. 

CS70-161...  9-28-75  Guardian  Expkffation,  Ltd. 

C876-162...  9-28-75  Florida  Oil  Ventures,  Ltd.,  616 
Jones  Bldg.,  Corpus  Chnsti, 
Tax  7ft401 

CS76-168...  9-25-76  W.  F.  Glovff,  Rural  D^very  6, 
Box  176,  Titusville,  Pa.  16854. 

C876-164...  9-25-76  Betty  Bl^  Lasy  B  Ranch, 
AUanta,  nms.  67008. 

C876-165...  9-24r-76  Valhi,  Inc.,  940  Teimeco  Bldg., 
Houston,  Tex.  77002. 

CS76-166...  9-26-75  Doyle  Hartman,  Suite  812,  kOd- 
land  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Midland,  Tex.  79701. 

CS76-167...  9-26-75  Edna  Loo  Allspangh,  816  4th 
,  Ave.,  Holiday  Gardens  Es¬ 

tates,  New  Port  Richey,  Fla.- 
38652. 

CB74-13B—  9-26-76  H.  A  I  Investments.  Ltd.,  1800 
40tb  St.,  Denver.  Colo.  te206; 

C876-1N...  9-26-76  William  R.Braley, P.O.  Box768, 
Woodward,  Okla.  78801. 

C878-170...  9-38-75  Crone  OU  Co.,  1500  Broadway, 
Suite 950,  Lubbock,  Tax.  7940L 

{FR  Doe.75-28a70  Piled  1(1-20-75;  8: 46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-8810] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO. 

Order  Approving  Settlement 

October  15,  ,1975. 

On  May  21,  1974,  Boston  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  (Edison)  tendered  for  filing  an  ini¬ 
tial  rate  schedule  providing  for  the  sale 
of  sixty  (60)  megawatts  of  system 
capacity  and  related  energy  to  New  Eng¬ 
land  Power  Company  CNEPCX))  for  the 
period  November  1,  1973,  to  October  31, 
1974.  Since  the  delivery  of  the  power  wais 
to  be  contingent  upon  the  availability  of 
Edison’s  Pilgrim  Unit  No.  1,  the  rate 
schedule  also  provided  for  s(iheduled  out¬ 
age  service.  Such  service  was  to  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  NEPCO  during  periods  when 
scheduled  maintenance  took  the  Pilgrim 
Unit  No.  1  out  of  operation. 

Edison’s  filing  was  noticed  on  June  3. 
1974  with  June  13, 1974  being  established 
as  the  last  date  for  the  submission  of  pro¬ 
tests,  comments,  and  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene. 

By  our  order  of  June  21,  1974,  we  ini¬ 
tiated  a  section  206  investigation.  As  a 
<x>nditk>n  to  waiving  the  prior  notice  re¬ 
quirements  so  as  to  permit  the  rates  to 
become  retroactive  effective  on  Novem¬ 
ber  1, 1878.  we  required  that  Edison  agree 
to  refund  any  revenues  found  to  be 
excessive. 

After  brief  hearing  sessions  and  a  series 
of  settlement  conferences,  an  accord  was 
reached.  On  July  16,  1975,  Edison  filed 
the  proposed  settlement  agreement  and 
a  corresponding  motion  for  approval  of 
the  agreement;  on  July  18. 1975,  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Ju(lge  certi¬ 
fied  the  record  to  us.  The  Staff  filed  com¬ 
ments  In  support  of  the  proposed  settle¬ 
ment  on  August  1,  1975. 

Hie  rate  schedule  for  service  to 
NEPCO  provides  for  three  types  of 
dharges:  capacity  charges,  energy 
charges,  and  scheduled  outage  service 
charges.  As  originally  filed  by  Edison,  the 
schedule  would  have  produced  the  f(d« 
lowing  revenues  over  the  12  month  term 
of  service: 

Cspacity  Charges - $3,570,300 

Energy  Charges _  1,  $11, 684 

Scheduled  Outage  Service 

ChargMi . 1.948,873 

Total  _ $7,837,806 

The  pnvosed  settlement  agreement 
provides  for  a  decrease  of  $255300  In  the 
originally  filed  capa<d^  ebarges  and  an 
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increase  of  $77,623  in  the  scheduled  out¬ 
age  service  charges.  The  settlement  reve¬ 
nues  are,  therefore,  as  follows: 

Capacity  Charges - $3,314,400 

Energy  Charges _  1, 811, 634 

Scheduled  Outage  Service 
Charges _  2,023,495 


Total  - . . $7,140,429 

Capacity  charges  recover  for  Edison  Its 
capacity  costs,  which  are  the  costs  of 
generation  and  transmission  except  fuel 
costs.  The  reduction  in  capacity  charges, 
therefore,  reflects  agreement  upon  a  low¬ 
er  cost  of  service  ^  which  Includes  an  ad¬ 
justed  rate  of  return  of  9.6  percent.’ 

Energy  charges  are  based  exclusively 
on  the  costs  of  fuel.  The  energy  charges 
in  the  settlement  rate  schedule  remained 
unchanged  from  the  original  flling. 

The  scheduled  outage  service  charges 
were,  in  the  original  flling,  based  on  Edi¬ 
son’s  NEPOOL  scheduled  outage  rate  for 
Pilgrim  Unit  No.  1  plus  2.3  mills  per  kil¬ 
owatt  hour.  In  the  proposed  settlement 
agreem^t,  which  Increased  the  charges, 
they  are  based.  Instead,  on  Edison’s  aver¬ 
age  system  fuel  costs  and  average  inter¬ 
change  energy  purchases. 

Before  actual  data  became  available, 
NEE’CX>  was  temporarily  billed  on  an  es¬ 
timated  basis  and  on  such  basis  has  paid 
Edison  only  $7,082,066.67.  Thus,  using  the 
settlement  rate  schedule,  a  balance  of 
$67,422,33  is  owed  to  Edison  by  NEPCO. 

Our  review  of  the  proposed  settlement. 
Staff’s  comments  and  the  related  record 
indicates  tiiat  the  settlement  is  a  reason¬ 
able  and  appropriate  resolution  of  the  is- 


^The  settlement  cost  of  service,  as  well  as 
the  derivation  of  capacity  charges,  appears 
In  Appendix  A  below. 

*  The  settlement  capitalization  atnd  rate  of 
return  appears  In  ^pendlx  B  below. 


sues  raised  In  this  proceeding  and  that 
the  public  Interest  would  be  served  by 
our  acceptance  and  t^proval  of  the  set¬ 
tlement. 

The  Commission  finds.  The  proposed 
settlement  of  tills  proceeding  as  flled 
with  the  Commission  by  Boston  Edison 
Company  on  July  16,  1975  is  reasonable 
and  proper  and  in  the  public  interest  in 
carrying  out  . the  provisions  of  the  FW- 
eral  Power  Act,  It  accordingly  should  be 
approved  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

T?if  Commission  orders.  (A)  The 
proposed  settlement  flled  by  Boston  Edi¬ 
son  Company  on  July  16,  1975,  as  a  set¬ 
tlement  of  the  Issues  Involved  in  this 
proceeding  is  hereby  approved  and 
adopted.  . 

(B)  Boston  Edison  Company  shall  file 
within  thirty  (30)  days  of  the  issuance 
of  this  order  a  rate  schedule  supplement 
which  conforms  with  the  settlement 
agreement  approved  herein. 

(C)  This  order  is  without  prejudice  to 
any  flndings  or  orders  which  have  been 
made  or  which  may  hereafter  be  made 
by  the  Commission,  and  is  without  prej¬ 
udice  to  any  claims  or  contentions 
which  may  be  made  by  the  Commission, 
its  Staff,  or  any  party  or  person  affected 
by  this  order  in  any  proceeding  now 
pending  or  hereafter  Instituted  by  or 
against  Boston  Edison  Company  or  any 
person  or  party. 

(D)  Proceedings  in  Docket  No.  E-8810 
shall  be  terminated  upon  compliance 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this 
order. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register.  ^ 

By  the  Commission. 


Appendix  B. — Nov€mT)er  7974  capitaliza¬ 
tion  and  rate  of  return  per  settlement 
agreement 


(Percent) 


line 

No. 

Class  of  capital 

Capital 

ratios 

Cost 

factors 

Weighted 

return 

1 

Longterm  debt . 

.  59.90 

A  13 

4.87 

2 

Preferred  stock _ 

..  A  54 

6.66 

.57 

3 

4 

Common  stock . 

Deferred  taxes  (ac- 

..  81.25 

18.27 

115 

5 

count  281). . 

Recommended  re¬ 
turn  on  total 

..  .  31 

0 

0 

6 

capital . . 

Rounded  to... . 

9.59 

9.6 

[FR  Doc.75-28260  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  CP73-329,  CP73-336,  CP76-99, 
CP76-109] 

CHATTANOOGA  GAS  CO..  ET  AL 

Order  Consolidating  Proceedings,  Setting 
Hearing,  Establishi^  Procedures,  and 
Permitting  Interventions 

October  14, 1975. 

On  August  15,  1975,  Chattanooga  Gas 
Company,  a  division  of  Jupiter  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.  (Chattanooga) ,  flled  tn  Docket 
No.  CP73-329  a  third  amendment  to  its 
application  requesting  authority  to  fur¬ 
ther  operate  its  LNQ  facility  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  to  provide  a  limited  term 
liquefaction  service  with  pregranted 
abandonment  for  East  Tennessee  Natural 
Gas  Company  (East  Tennessee).  Under 
the  proposal,  (Chattanooga  will  liquefy 
gas  supplied  by  East  Tennessee  at  its 
Chattanooga  facility  and  the  liquid  will 
then  be  transported  by  East  Tennessee 
via  truck  trailer  for  storage  at  East  Ten¬ 
nessee’s  recently  completed  I>NG  tank 
near  Kingsport,  Tennessee.  The  storage 
volumes  will  be  utilized  by  East  Tennes¬ 
see  to  provide  Supplemental  Winter  Stor¬ 
age  (SWS)  service  as  requested  in  East 
Tennessee’s  application  ^ed  in  Docket 
No.  CP73-336.’ 

By  orders  issued  March  13,  1974,  and 
April  11,  1974,  Chattanooga  was  required 
to  cease  operations  of  its  LNG  facility 
that  had  been  temporarily  authorized  in 
Docket  No.  CP73-329  by  letter  order 
issued  November  1, 1973.  By  order  issued 
June  24,  1974,  a  settlement  Agreement 
was  approved  and  Chattanooga  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  resume  operations  pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  that  agreement.  By  letter 
orders  Issued  October  31,  1974,  and  Sep¬ 
tember  5, 1975,  Chattanooga  received  ad- 


[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix  A. — Settlement  cost  of  service  (capacity  costs  ’)  derivation  of  NEPCO 

capacity  charges 


liM  No. 


Prodoctioa  Transmission 


1.  Opsratlon  and  malntenanco . . . . . -  $*2, 889, 507 

2.  Depreciation . . . . . . . .  16,164,208 

8.  Taxes  other  than  income  tues . . . . . - .  21,648,598 

4.  Return . . .  40,  CIS,  018 

5.  Income  taxes . . . . .  9,506,876 

A  Cost  of  service . .  120,649,201 

7.  Per  kilowatt  production— $120,649,201 -<-2,598,460  kW  i>$46.tt  per  kilowatU 
A  Per  kilowatt  transmission— $22,447,841-1-2,548,^  kW  *-$8.81  per  kilowatt 

9.  ^  ^  $46.48X60,000  kW-  $2,788,800 

lA  $8.81X60, 000  kW-  52AOOO 

11.  Total  NEPCO  cf^aclty  charges"  A  >14, 400 


$8,625,460 
3,18A015 
5,687,170 
A 184, 510 
1,914,177 


22,447,841 


t  Capacity  costs  Inoliide  aD  costs  incurred  in  rendering  service  ezclusiTe  of  fuel  and  scheduled  outage  servioa.  Pur- 
chMod^wer  costs  ars  alM  excluded  firom  the  ei4)aeity  cost  computatioa  sinos  the  NEPCO  entitlemeut  is  in  Edlsoa 
units  only. 

*  Edison's  average  maximum  generating  eapahtUty. 

I  Edison’s  average  system  capability. 


ditional  temporary  authorization  in 


^  Temporary  authorization  was  granted 
East  Tennessee  by  lettw  order  Issued  Septem- 
I>er  5,  1976. 
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Docket  No.  CP73-329  to  operate  Its  LNO 
facility  in  intrastate  commerce. 

Chattanooga’s  LNO  facility  is  designed 
to  provide  intrastate  service  for  its  di8> 
tribution  Systran  as  well  as  providing  in¬ 
terstate  service  throxigh  sales  of  liquids 
f.o.b.  the  plant  from  surplus  csqiaclty. 
Under  the  aforemraitioned  temporary  au¬ 
thorizations,  Chattanooga  llquefled, 
stored,  and  redelivered  the  gas  in  vapor 
form  into  East  Tennessee’s  interconnect¬ 
ing  pipdine  facilities  during  the  past  two 
winter  seasons.  East  Tennessee  had  an¬ 
ticipated  operation  of  its  own  LNO  plant 
at  Kingsport  to  provide  its  customers 
with  SWS  service  commencing  this 
winter  season.  Due  to  imanticipated  de¬ 
lays,  the  Kingsport  plant  had  not  gone 
into  service  at  the  time  of  Chattanooga’s 
filing  of  August  15,  1975,  although  the 
LNG  storage  tank  is  essentially  complete. 
East  Tennessee  therefore  requested 
Chattanooga  to  continue  to  provide  it 
with  LNO  for  this  winter  season  with 
the  modification  that  East  Tennessee  will 
take  delivery  in  the  liquid  phase  for 
transportation  to  its  Kingsport  tank. 

Under  the  present  proposal  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  CP73-329,  Chattanooga  will  re¬ 
ceive  at  its  LNG  facility  from  East  Ten¬ 
nessee  up  to  559,747  Mcf  of  gas  which 
volumes  Include  all  required  fuel  as  to 
enable  Chattanooga  to  liquefy  439,500 
‘  Mcf  for  East  Tennessee.  Redelivery  of 
the  liquid  will  be  at  Chattanooga’s  load 
out  delivery  point  into  triKk  transport 
provided  by  East  Tennessee.  ’The  mte  to 
be  charged  East  Tennessee  is  95  cents  per 
MMbtu  and  was  arrived  at  through 
negotiations  between  East  Tennessee  and 
Chattanooga.  No  cost  of  service  studies 
were  lurraxtred  in  connection  with  the 
negotiations.  ’The  propriety  of  the  rate 
level  under  the  Natu^  Gas  Act’s  cri¬ 
teria  is  not  shown.  ’Iherefore,  the  hear¬ 
ing  hereinafter  ordered  #111  require 
Chattanooga  to  presrait  evidence  to 
justify  the  proposed  rate  level. 

To  permit  UGI  Corporation — Gas 
Utilities  Division  (UGI)  to  preserve  a 
portion  oi.  its  smnmer  entitlement  deliv¬ 
eries  from  Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Columbia)  for  later  winter 
uses  to  offset  anticipated  high  priority 
curtailment,  apidications  were  filed  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP76-99  and  CP76-109  re¬ 
questing  authorization  to  permit  the  im¬ 
mediate  diversion  of  deliveries  by  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a  Division 
of  Teimeco  Inc.  (Tennessee)  and  Colum¬ 
bia  from.  UGI  sravlce  area  to  Omtta- 
noogas’  and  East  Tennessee’s  LNO  facili¬ 
ties  for  liquefaction  and  for  storage  by 
Blast  Tennessee.  Redellvery  to  UGI  will 
take  place  during  the  forthcoming  winter 
season  to  offset  anticipated  priority  2 
curtailment  and  minimize  industrial  lay¬ 
offs.  UGI,  under  Columbia’s  curtailment 
plan,  has  a  summer  entitlement  available 
through  October  31  ot  which  it  estimates 
that  up  to  2  million  Mcf  is  surplus  to  its 
present  requirements  and  can  be  diverted 
for  winter  use.  ’The  instant  proposals  are 
to  permit  UGI  to  divert  part  of  that  sur- 


*  UGI  to  aeradng  storage  arrangements  with 
other  oompanlee  to  husband  the  balance  of 
that  surplvis. 


plus  for  later  use.*  Ihe  dally  and  sea¬ 
sonal  (luantities  involved  range  up  to 
23,000  Mcf  and  450,000  Mcf  respectively 
before  aUowances  for  fuel  and  shrinkage. 

Chi  September  23, 1975,  East  Tennessee 
fiuwi  in  Docket  No.  CP76-99  an  applica- 
tion  imder  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  requesting  limited  term  author¬ 
ization  with  pregranted  abandonment  to 
receive  daily  vidumes  of  natural  gas  from 
Tennessee  for  the  accoimt  of  UGI  to 
transport  a  part  of  those  volumes  to  the 
Chattanooga  LNG  facility  for  liquefac- 
ti(m;  to  transport  the  LNG  from  Chat¬ 
tanooga  to  East  ’Tennessee’s  LNG  storage 
tank;  to  store  LNG  for  UGI;  and  to  re¬ 
deliver  the  volumes  to  UGI.  Ihe  pro¬ 
posed  service  will  be  rendered  after  East 
Tennessee  has  satisfied  its  own  LNG  in¬ 
ventory  to  provide  for  its  SWS  obliga¬ 
tions  for  the  coming  winter  season  and 
will  be  on  a  best  efforts  basis. 

it  has  only  been  recently  com¬ 
pleted,  East  Tennessee’s  Kingsport  LNG 
faculty  does  not  have  the  capability  to 
provide  for  the  1975-76  required  SWS  in¬ 
ventory  of  939.500  Mcf  and.  as  stated 
above,  supplemraital  wrsmganents  were 
made  with  Chattanooga  to  supply  439,- 
500  Mcf  and  additionally  with  Tennessee 
for  up  to  500,000  Mcf  through  under¬ 
ground  storage  service,  which  is  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  Docket  No.  C3P76-2.*  East  Tennes¬ 
see,  in  the  instant  application,  states  that 
by  Uie  current  efforts  of  Chattanooga 
and  the  use  of  its  own  ptan  it  wiU  have 
cranpleted  the  liquefaction  of  the  re¬ 
quired  439,500  Mcf  by  early  October.  Of 
this  amount  approximately  204,000  Mcf 
wiU  have  been  liquefied  by  Chattanooga 
with  the  balance  supplied  by  the  East 
Tennessee  plant.  East  Tennessee,  there¬ 
fore,  proposes  to  continue  the  arrange- 
mrait  with  Oiattanooga  for  liquefaction 
of  up  to  the  contract  quantity  of  439,500 
Mcf  which  will  result  in  a  quantity  of 
LNO  equivalent  to  about  235,000  Mcf 
which  can  be  used  to  supply  UGI.  The 
balance  of  the  UGI  liquid  wUl  be  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  East  Trainessee  plant  after 
its  own  SWS  invraitory  has  been  satisfied. 

On  September  29, 1975,  Tennessee  and 
Columbia  filed  a  joint  application  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-109  requesting  author¬ 
ity  to  deliver  the  volumes  of  gas  to  East 
Trainessee  for  the  account  of  UGI  to  pra:- 
mit  East  ’Tennessee  to  render  the  service 
requested  in  Docket  No.  CP76-99.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  period  ending  October  31.  1975, 
UGI  will  reduce  its  deliveries  from  Co¬ 
lumbia  at  Columbia’s  Millway  delivery 
point  located  in  Lancaster  County.  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  Concurrently,  Columbia  will 
deliver  equivalent  daily  volumes  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  for  the  accoimt  of  UGI,  up  to 
23,000  Mcf  per  day,  not  to  exceed  450,000 
Mcf  during  the  period,  by  reducing  the 
volumes  it  would  otherwise  receive  out 
of  its  contracted  entiUemrait  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  at  Tennessee’s  Unionvllle  delivery 
point  located  in  Beaver  County,  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  Tennessee  thence  will  trans¬ 
port  and  deliver  equivalent  daily  volmnes 
to  East  Tennessee  for  the  account  of 


■Temporary  authority  was  Issued  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  by  letter  order  ot  July  24,  1975. 


UGI  at  Tennessee’s  labelvllle  and 
Greenbriar  delivery  points. 

Tennessee  proposes  a  charge  of  17.93 
cents  per  Mcf  for  diversion  and  trans¬ 
portation  of  the  gas,  through  an  ex¬ 
change  arrangement  with  Columbia, 
from  the  UGI  market  area  to  delivery 
to  East  Tennessee  calcubsted  on  Tennes¬ 
see’s  system  averaged  haul  cost  per  100 
miles  (as  set  forth  in  Tennessee’s  rate 
filing  in  Docket  No.  RP75-113)  and  as 
applied  to  a  haul  distance  of  594.95  miles 
from  Unionville,  Pennsylvania  to  Lobel- 
ville,  Tennessee.  Columbia  does  not  pro¬ 
pose  any  charge  for  the  service  it  re¬ 
quests  to  be  authorized  in  the  instant 
proceeding.  East  *Tenne8see  proposes  a 
charge  of  $3.26  per  Mcf  for  further  pipe¬ 
line  transportation,  liquefaction,  and 
LNG  storage.  Winter  redeliveiies  to  UGI 
have  not  yet  been  arranged  and.  con¬ 
sequently,  the  Instant  proposals  do  not 
request  any  charge  or  authority  for  such 
redeliveries. 

’Die  rates  and  charges  proposed  in 
Docket  Nos.  C:T76-99  and  CP76-109  have 
not  been  shown  to  meet  the  criteria  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act.  Therefore,  a  hear¬ 
ing  to  determine  the  propriety  of  the 
pnmosed  rates  is  required.  Since  the 
heajhig  required  in  Docket  Nos.  CP7S- 
329  and  CP73-336  cimtaln  common  ques¬ 
tions  of  law  and  fact  with  those  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP76-99  and  €3*76-109. 
those  proceedings  should  be  consolidated 
for  purposes  of  hearing  and  decision. 

Timely  petitions  to  intervene  were  filed 
in  Docket  No.  CP73-329  by  Southern 
Nautral  Gas  Company,  East  Tennessee. 
South  Jersey  Gas  Company,  and  Knox¬ 
ville  Utilities  Board,  et  al.;  in  Docket  No. 
CP73-336  by  Knoxville  Utilities  Board, 
et  al.;  and  in  Docket  No.  CP76-99  by 
Chattanooga. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  consolidate  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  Nos.  CP73-329.  CP73-336.  CP76- 
99  and  C3*76-109,  to  set  the  consididated 
proceeding  for  hearing,  and  to  estaUish 
the  procedures  for  such  hearing,  all  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

(2)  Participation  by  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  petitioners  for  intervention  in  the 
subject  proceeding  may  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  ix:o- 
ceedings  Involved  in  Do<^et  No.  CP73- 
329,  CP73-336,  CP76-99  and  CP76-109 
are  hereby  consolidated  for  purpose  of 
hearing  and  decision. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  authority 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  section  7  and  15  thereof,-  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  the  Regulations  imder  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  a  public  hearing  shall 
be  hdd  oranmenclng  on  November  18, 
1975,  at  10  ajn.,  (e.s.k)  in  a  bearing  room 
of  the  Federal  Powrar  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  NE.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  concerning  the  issues  in¬ 
volved  in  the  consolidated  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  the  body  of  this  (wder. 

(C)  On  or  before  October  31,  1975, 
Chattanooga,  East  Tennessee,  Tennessee. 
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Rochelle,  and  Rock  Falls,  Illinois 
(Cities).  The  Cities’  Petition  urges  the 
Commission  to  reject  Com  Ed’s  filing  for 
failure  to  conform  with  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  regarding  filing  of  cost  of 
service  data  to  support  the  increase  in 
rates,  which  the  Cities  claim  is  brought 
by  this  filing.  As  indicated  earlier  herein, 
October  10,  1975.  since  we  have  consolidated  this  proceed- 
On  September  12, 1975  Commonwealth  ing  with  that  in  Docket  No.  E-9002  and 
Edison  (Com  Ed)  filed  a  proposed  revised  have  therefore  Incorporated  by  reference 
fuel  adjustment  clause.  Rider  20, 2nd  Re-  the  cost  of  service  data  submitted  in  that 
vised  Sheet  No.  12  and  Original  Sheet  No.  docket,  we  find  that  Com  Ed  has  complied 
12.10,  applicable  to  Rate  78  of  its  FE*C  with  our  filing  requirement.  Therefore, 
Electric  Tariff.  Com  Ed  proposed  an  ef-  we  see  no  reason  to  reject  Com  Ed’s  filing 
fective  date  of  October  16,  1975  for  this  on  the  basis  of  Cities’  Motion, 
clause.  Rate  78,  Com  Ed’s  proposed  gen-  The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Com  Ed’s 
eral  rate  Increase,  is  presently  being  col-  filing  should  be  accepted  for  filing  and 
lected  subject  to  refund  pending  hearing  suspended  for  one  day,  as  hereinafter 
and  decision  In  Docket  No.  E-9002.  The  ordered. 

Commission,  by  Order  issued  October  29,  (2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  In  the 

1974  in  Docket  No.  E-9002,  instituted  a  public  Interest  to  terminate  the  section 
Section  206  investigation  of  Com  Ed’s  206  investigation  of  Com  Ed’s  fuel  ad¬ 
justment  clause. 


Columbia  and  all  other  parties  in  support  [Docket  Nos.  ER76-122,  E-90021 

of  the  request^  certi^^  of  pubUc  COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 
convenience  and  necessity  shall  file  their 

testimony  and  exhibits  comprising  their  Oi’der  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspend¬ 
ing  Proposed  Fuel  Adjustment  Clause, 
Terminating  Section  Z06  Investigation, 
Consolidating  Proceeding,  Granting  In¬ 
tervention  and  Denying  Motion  To  Reject 


cases-in-chief  upon  the  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge,  Commission 
Staff,  and  all  other  parties  in  the  consoli¬ 
dated  proceeding. 

(D)  An  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
be  designated  by  the  Chief  Administra¬ 
tive  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose  (See, 

Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
§  3.5((D )  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  and 
shall  prescribe  relevant  procedural  mat¬ 
ters  not  herein  provided. 

(E)  ’The  aforementioned  Petitioners 
are  hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  the 
subject  proceeding  subject  to  the  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  ’That  the  participation 
of  such  Intervenor  shall  be  limited  to 
matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and 
Interests  as  specifically  set  forth  In  said 

petition  for  leave  to  intervene:  And  pro-  applicable  fuel  adjustment  clause  be^ 
vided,  further.  That  the  admission  of  cause  the  applicable  fuel  clause  refiected  (3)  Good  cause  exists  to  consolidate 
such  Intervenor  shall  not  be  construed  as  system  losses  rather  than  wholesale  the  proceeding,  in  Docket  No.  ER76-122 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that  it  losses  and  the  cost  of  fuel  was  determined  with  that  in  Docket  No.  E-90021 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order  according  to  the  Illinois  Commerce  Com-  (4)  The  participation  of  the  Cities  in 

or  orders  of  the  Commission  entered  in  mission’s  Uniform  System  of  Accoimts  these  proceedings  is  In  the  public 

these  proceedings;  And  provided,  fur-  instead  of  being  determined  according  to  interest. 

fher.  That  such  intervenor  shall  accept  the  Commission’s  regulations.  Thus  our  (5)  Good  cause  exists  to  deny  the 
the  evidentiary  record  as  it  has  been  Order  of  October  29, 1974  limited  the  206  Cities’  motion  to  dismiss, 
established  in  the  proceeding  to  date.  investigation  “to  an  inquiry  into  whether  The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Com  Ed’s 
By  the  Commission.  calculation  of  the  base  cost  in  Cwn  proposed  fuel  adjustment  clause  is  here- 

Ed’s  fuel  adjustment  provision  conforms  by  accepted  for  filing  smd  suspended  for 
[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plttkb,  to  S  35.14(a)  (2)  of  our  regulations  and  one  day  until  October  17, 1975,  when  the 

Secretary.  whether  Com  Ed’s  fuel  adjustment  pro-  proposed  rate  will  go  into  effect  subject 
[FB  Doc.75-28266  PUed  io-20-75;8:45  am]  Vision  should  be  modified  to  refiect  to  refund. 

_  wholesale  rather  than  total  system  (B)  The  Section  206  Investigation  is 

losses.’’  hereby  terminated. 

[Docket  No.  RI»78-86,RP73-851  Thg  fuel  adjustment  clause  formula  (C)  Docket  Nos.  ER76-122  and  E-9002 

COLUMBIA  GAS.  TRANSMISSION  CORP.  in  the  Instant  case  con-  be  consolidated  for  purposes  of  hearing 

AND  COLUMBIA  GULF  GAS  TRANSMIS^  forms  to  S  35.14  of  the  Commission’s  and  decision. 

SION  CO.  regulations,  as  modified  by  Order  No.  517.  (D)  ITie  Cities  are  hereby  permitted 

_ ..  ’Thus  we  believe  it  is  necessary  and  proper  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings,  sub- 

Certification  of  Proposed  Settlement  the  pubUc  Interest  to  terminate  the . 

October  9,  1975.  Section  206  investigation  of  Com  Ed’s 
Take  notice  that  on  September  25,  fuel  adjustment  clause  formula. 

1975,  Administrative  Law  Judge  Michel  Our  review  of  Com  Ed’s  filing  Indicates 

Levant  certified  to  t-be  Cmnmisslon  a  pro-  that  the  proposed  base  fuel  costs  and  re¬ 
posed  settlMnent  in  the  above-captioned  lated  energy  charges  in  the  proposed  fuel 
dockets  together  with  the  record  therein,  adjustment  clause  and  in  Rate  78  have 
Any  p^:son  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  uot  been  shown  to  be  just  and  reason- 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  able.  We  shall,  therefore,  accept  Com 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal  proposed  fuel  adjustment  clause  for 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol  filing  and  suspend  the  use  there<ff  for  one 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ^  ’ 

accordance  with  SS  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Cmnmlsslon’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
oedm«  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  24,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Cmnmlssion  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protest- 
ants  to  the  proceeding.  Any  perscm  wish¬ 
ing  to  Intervene  must  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene.  C(g>iee  of  this  filing  are  cm 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  lor  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[m  D0C.75-S8333  filed  10-20-75;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  SB7e-4S] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Tender  of  Revised  Tariff  Sheet 

October  10,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  S^tember  26, 
1975,  Consumers  Power  Com^Niny  (Ccm- 


FEOBtAL  KGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  204— TUESDAY,  OaOBER  21,  1975 


NOTICES 


49133 


gumen)  tendered  iot  fkllng  an  Original 
Sheet  No.  21 — Revised  in  its  Whotanle 
For  Resale  Electric  Service  Contract 
Rate  “WR”.  Consumers  pr<H;>OBes  to  sub¬ 
stitute  this  sheet  for  the  corresponding 
Original  Sheet  No.  21  contained  in  Con¬ 
sumers  filing  of  July  30, 1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10)  .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  21,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  C<q;)ies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Cotnmissi<m 
and  are  available  for  public  inQ>ecti<m. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-28238  FUed  10-20-75;8:46  amj 


(Docket  No.  RP72-6] 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Oitler  Danytag  Request  and  Motion  for  Re- 
daesMication  of  Ifolumes  Under  Curtail* 
mentPlan 

October  14,  1975. 

On  June  24,  1975,  Stauffer  Chemical 
Compcmy,  (Stauffer) ,  filed  a  request  for 
relief  fr<xn  mlsclassification  of  gas  re¬ 
quirements  under  the  curtailment  plan 
prescribed  for  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  CX>m- 
pany,  (El  Paso)  by  this  CommissUm  in 
Oi^on  Nos.  697  and  697-A,  issued 
June  14, 1974,  and  December  19, 1974,  re¬ 
spectively.  Stauffer  is  an  industrial  cus- 
toDoer  of  Southwest  Qas  Company, 
(Southwest),  with  a  chemical  plant  in 
southern  Nevada  which  utilizes  natural 
gas  to  various  purposes.  Specifically, 
Stauffer  assots  that  El  Paso’s  tariff  and 
end  use  profile  filings  in  response  to  the 
above  optnion,  which  are  not  yet  effec¬ 
tive,  i^ace  certain  volumes  Stauffer 
utilizes  in  a  total  energy  syston  gas 
turbine  in  the  wrong  iKtolties.  Stauffer 
asserts  that  El  Paso’s  intopretatlon  of 
Opinion  Nos.  697  and  697-A  is  erroneous 
in  placing  4800  Mcf/d  of  gas  used  in  a 
gas  turbine  in  its  total  enargy  system  into 
Prl(xtty  5  rather  than  Prl<M4ty  3.  m  addi¬ 
tion.  Stauffer  complains  that  El  Paso  has 
erronemisly  classified  1560  Mcf/d  which 
It  usee  to  auxiliary  firing  r^ulrements 
of  the  total  aoergy  idant  waste  heat  re¬ 
covery  boiler  into  Priority  3  rather  than 
Priori^  2.  Stauffer  asserts  that  o(xiver- 
sion  of  such  use  to  altonate  fUd  is  ZK)t 
technically  feasible  at  this  time. 

On  July  8,  1975,  General  Motors  Cor- 
poratkm,  (GM)  filed  a  response  to 
Stauffer's  lecpiest  in  Tdiich  it  opposes  nu¬ 
merous  «q)ect8  of  the  request  Finally,  on 
July  18,  1975,  Stauffer  responded  to 
GM’h  opposition  by  filing  an  answer 
thereto. 


On  Septttnber  12,  1975,  Empire 

Machinery  Co.,  (Empire),  in  conjunction 
with  The  City  of  Mesa,  Arizona,  (Mesa) , 
filed  a  motion  in  the  Instant  docket  re¬ 
questing  the  Commission  to  order  El 
Paso  to  classify  its  commercial  total 
energy  system  in  Priority  2  rather  than 
Priority  .3.  Empire  is  a  cust(xner  of  Mesa 
who  in  turn  purchases  fituh  El  Paso.  Es¬ 
sentially,  Empire  asserts  that  it  is  a  large 
"commercial”  customer  entitled  to  prior¬ 
ity  classification  under  the  definition  of 
commercial  service  which  was  promul¬ 
gated  in  order  No.  493-A.  Empire  believes 
that  the  C<Hnmission’s  deletion  of  total 
energy  requirements  at  (xmunercial  in¬ 
stallations  fnun  the  definition  of  “com- 
mercial”  service  should  not  be  read  by  El 
Paso  as  placing  Empire’s  gas  require¬ 
ments  into  an  Industrial  priority,  (Prior¬ 
ity  3). 

The  Commissi<m  is  addressing  both 
Stauffer’s  and  Empire’s  filings  in  this 
order  because  we  believe  they  involve 
basically  the  same  questions  and  should 
be  disposed  of  in  the  same  manner.  In 
both  filings  the  parties  are  requesting  the 
rnmmiMinn  to  reclassify  volumes  which 
they  assert  are  misclassified  by  virtue  of 
El  Paso’s  interpretation,  embodied  in  its 
tariff  filings,  of  certain  language  in 
Opinion  Nos.  697  and  697-A. 

While  these  pleadings  are  styled  as  re¬ 
quests  for  reclassification,  we  be'ieve 
they  should  be  treated  as  protests  to  the 
implementation  of  El  Paso’s  proposed 
tariff  sheets  and  end-use  profiles.  Stauf¬ 
fer  and  Empire  bpth  raised  issues  in 
their  filings  which  would  be  best  decided 
as  part  of  a  further  Commission  pro¬ 
nouncement  concerning  the  appropriate¬ 
ness  of  El  Paso’s  iwoposed  implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  permanoit  plan  prescribed 
to  it  by  the  Commission  in  Opinion  Nos. 
697  and  697-A.The  issues  raised  by  the 
above  parties  are  among  those  which 
may  require  clarification  by  us  before 
El  Paso  commences  operation  under  its 
proposed  permanent  curtailment  plan. 
It  should  be  noted  that  El  Paso’s  tariff 
filing  in  response  to  the  above  two  opin¬ 
ions  was  the  subject  of  numerous  pro¬ 
tests  and  comments  whl^  ffie  Commis¬ 
sion  will  act  upon  in  due  course  by  ttie 
issuance  of  a  further  opinion  or  orde7(s) 
In  this  docket  Therefore,  we  will  treat 
the  two  filings  herein  as  protests  and 
consider  them  in  our  evaluation  of  El 
Paso’s  tariff  fifing.  This  action  does  not 
change  the  current  classification  of 
Stauffer’s  and  Empire’s  requirements 
since  El  Paso  is  still  curtailing  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  its  interim  plan  as  prescribed 
in  Opinion  Nos.  634  and  634-A.  It  is  quite 
possible  that  our  resoluticm  d  the  issues 
raised  by  parties  to  this  proceeding,  in¬ 
cluding  Stauff^  and  Empire,  in  response 
to  the  tariff  filing  El  Paso  win  di^Toee 
of  the  problems  Stauffw  and  Empire 
claim  they  face,  but  in  any  case,  if  they 
are  dissatisfied  with  sudi  further  dis¬ 
position  of  any  pertinent  issues,  Stauf¬ 
fer  and  Empire  are  free  to  return  to  the 
Commission  at  that  time  with  requests 
similar  to  those  th^  have  made  here. 

Finally,  we  wfil  treat  OMs  respmue 
to  Stauffer’s  request  as  a  further  com¬ 


ment  on  El  Paso’s  tariff  filing  since  it 
had  previously  filed  Initial  comments 
thereto  on  May  9, 1975. 

The  Commisskm  finds.  (1)  The  request 
by  Stauffer  and  Empire  for  relief  from 
misclas8lflcati<m  of  gas  requirements 
under  El  Paso’s  proposed  permanent 
curtailment  plan  should  be  denied. 

(2)  The  requests  shovild  be  treated  as 
protests  to  the  tariff  filing  of  El  Paso 
in  purported  compliance  with  Opinion 
Nos.  697  and  697-A  and  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  as  such. 

(3)  The  above  findings  should  be  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  any  new  filing  that 
Stauffer  and  Empire  desires  to  make  fol¬ 
lowing  disposition  by  the  Commission  of 
El  Paso’s  curtailment  tariff  filing. 

The  Commission  orders.  lA)  The  re¬ 
quests  by  Stauffer  and  Empire  for  relief 
from  misclassiflcation  of  gas  require¬ 
ments  under  El  Paso’s  proposed  perma¬ 
nent  curtailment  plan  is  hereby  denied. 

(B)  The  requests  shall  be  treated  as 
protests  to  the  tariff  filing  of  El  Paso  in 
purported  compliance  with  Opinion  Nos. 
697  and  697-^  and  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  along  with  other  pro¬ 
tests  and  e<xnments  which  have  been 
filed  by  other  parties  to  this  docket  re¬ 
garding  such  tariff  filing. 

(C)  These  orders  shall  be  effected 
without  prejudice  to  any  new  filing  that 
Stauffer  and  Empire  desire  to  make  fol¬ 
lowing  disposition  Iqt  this  Commisskm  of 
E2  Paso’s  curtailment  tariff  filii%. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  KxmnTH  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-38266  Filed  10-20-75;8;46  «m] 


(Docket  Na  Rn6-38] 

EXXON  CORF. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Imposed  Chanm  in  Rate, 
and  Allowing  Rata  Change  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund 

OcToaxR  10, 1975. 

Respondent  has  filed  a  proposed 
change  in  rate  and  charge  to  the  juris- 
dlcUonal  sale  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
in  Appendix  A  below. 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasimable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  prefmential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  ContmiMion  Andt.  It  is  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  and  consistent  with  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission  enter 
upon  a  hearing  regarding  the  lawfulness 
of  the  proposed  change,  and  that  the  sup¬ 
plement  herein  be  suspended  and  its  use 
be  deferred  as  order^  below. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Uhder  the 
National  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections 
4  and  15.  the  regulations  pertaining 
thereto  (18  CFR  Ch.  I) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure,  a 
public  hearing  diall  be  held  concerning, 
the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  change. 

(B)  Pending  herning  and  decMon 
thereon,  the  rate  suKtanent  herein  Is 
suspended  and  its  use  dtferred  until  date 
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shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Until** 
column.  This  supplement  shall  become 
effective,  subject  to  refxmd,  as  of  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  suspension  period  without 
any  further  action  by  the  Respond^t  or 
by  the  Conunission.  Respondent  shall 
comply  with  the  refunding  procedure  re¬ 


quired  by  the  Natural  Oas  Act  and  §  154.- 
102  of  the  regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  susp^ded  sup- 
pl^ent,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought  to 
be  altered,  shall  be  changed  imtdl  dispo¬ 
sition  of  this  proceeding  or  expiration  of 
Appendix  A. 


the  suspension  period,  whichever  is 
earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Rate  in 

Rate 

Bup- 

Amount 

Date 

Eflective 

Date 

Cents  per  Met*  ' 

effect  sub- 

Docket 

Respondent 

sched* 

pie- 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

of 

filing 

date 

suspended  - 

Ject  to 

No. 

ale 

ment 

annual 

tendered 

naless 

until— 

Rate  In 

Proposed 

refund  in 

No. 

No. 

Increase 

suspended 

effect 

increased 

Docket 

rate 

Nos. 

RI76-38... 

Exxon  Corp . . . 

_  212 

28 

$8,528 

9-10-75 

4-20-76 

28.785 

>29.986 

RI75-35. 

(Rocky  Mountain). 

*  Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  is  14.78  lbAn*a. 


I  Unless  otherwise  stated,  the  rate  shown  is  the  total  rate,  inclusiye  of  any  applicable 
British  thermal  unit  adjustment  and  tax. 


The  proposed  rate  Increase  of  Exxon  Cor¬ 
poration  exceeds  the  i^pllcahle  area  ceiling 
set  forth  in  Opinion  No.  658,  and  it  is  sus¬ 
pended  for  five  months. 

[PR  Doc.76-28271  PUed  10-20-76;  8: 45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-9521,  E-9522] 

GEORGIA  POWER  CO. 

Extension  of  Deadline  for  Filing  Substitute 
Tariff  Sheets 

October  9, 1975. 

On  September  29, 1975,  Georgia  Power 
Company  (Georgia  Power)  filed  an  Ap¬ 
plication  for  Rehearing  and  Clarifica¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission’s  Order  Issued 
September  11,  1975,  in  the  above-refer¬ 
enced  docket.  Georgia  Power  requests, 
inter  alia,  an  extension  of  the  30-day 
deadline  for  Georgia  Power  to  file  sub¬ 
stitute  tariff  sheets  refiecting  the  exclu¬ 
sion  of  CWIP  from  rate  base  for  certain 
facilities,  as  required  by  the  Commission 
in  Ordering  Paragraph  (B)  of  its  Sep¬ 
tember  11,  1975,  order.  In  order  to  per¬ 
mit  the  Commission  to  consider  the  Ap¬ 
plication  for  Rehearing  and  Clarifica¬ 
tion  of  September  29,  1975,  wherein 
Georgia  Power  requests  reconsideration 
of  the  Commission’s  requirement  that 
they  file  substitute  tariff  sheets,  the 
deadline  for  filing  the  substitute  tariff 
sheets  as  ordered  in  paragraph  (B)  of 
the  September  11,  1975,  order  shall  be 
extended  \mtil  November  12,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  30-day 
deadline  for  Georgia  Power’s  filing  the 
substitute  tariff  sheets  as  required  in  Or¬ 
dering  Paragraph  (B)  of  the  Ck>mmis- 
sion’s  Order,  Issued  September  11,  1975, 
In  this  dodfet  is  hereby  extended  until 
November  12, 1975. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-28234  FUed  10-20-76:8:46  ami 


[Docket  No.  RP76-071 

HAMPSHIRE  GAS  CO. 
Conference 

October  8,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  21,  1975, 
Staff  is  convening  an  Informal  confer¬ 
ence  of  all  Interested  persons  for  the 


purpose  of  discussing  the  issues  in  the 
above  referenced  docket  in  Room  No. 
840  7,  at  the  ofSces  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washlngrton,  D.C.,  at  1:30  p.m. 

Customers  and  other  interested  persons 
will  be  permitted  to  attend,  but  if  such 
persons  have  not  previously  been  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  by  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  attendance  at  the  conference 
will  not  be  deemed  to  authorize  inter¬ 
vention  as  a  party  in  the  proceedings. 

All  parties  will  be  expected  to  come 
fully  prepared  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
all  issu^  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  proposed  rate  increase  and  any  pro¬ 
cedural  matters  preparatory  to  a  full 
evidentiary  hearing  or  to  make  commit¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  such  issues  and 
any  offers  of  settlement  or  stipulations 
discussed  at  the  conference. 

Letters  concerning  this  conference  are 
being  mailed  to  all  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  all  of  the  jurisdictional 
customers. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

'  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28230  Piled  10-20-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-071 

HAMPSHIRE  GAS  CO. 

Order  Granting  Late  Petition  To  intervene 
October  14, 1975. 

On  May  30,  1975,  we  conditionally  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  increase  filing  of  Hampshire 
Gas  Company  (Hampshire)  in  the  in¬ 
stant  docket.  Notice  of  Hampshire’s  fil¬ 
ing  was  issued  on  May  8,  1975,  with  pro¬ 
tests  and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or 
before  May  22,  1975.  On  September  11, 
1975,  the  Maryland  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  filed  an  untimely  petition  to  in¬ 
tervene.  We  believe  that  Commission’s 
interests  are  sufficient  to  warrant  grant¬ 
ing  intervention. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  desirable 
and  in  the  public  Interest  to  allow  the 
above-named  petitioner  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioner  is  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission:  Provided,  however. 


TTiat  participation  of  such  Intervenor 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interests  as  specifically 
set  forth  in  the  petition  to  Intervene: 
And  provided,  further.  That  the  admis¬ 
sion  of  such  intervenor  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  recognition  by  the  Commission 
that  it  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  or  orders  of  the  Commission  en¬ 
tered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  intervention  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  hereto¬ 
fore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  disposition  of  this  proceeding. 

(C)  ’The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  C(»nmission. 

^  [seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-28246  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-8] 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS 
COMPANY,  INC. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing,  Suspending, 

Granting  Interventions,  and  Establishing 

Procedures 

October  10,  1975. 

On  August  29,  1975,  Kansas-Nebraska 
Natural  Oas  Company,  Inc.  (K-N)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  pn^xxsed  changes  in  its 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume 
No.  L  The  proposed  changes  would  in¬ 
crease  revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales 
and  service  by  $9,890,611  based  on  the 
twelve  month  period  ending  April  30, 
1975,  as  adjusted.  K-N  proposes  an  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  October  14, 1975. 

K-N  alleges  that  the  jurisdictional 
rates  filed  herewith  are  designed  to  en¬ 
able  Kansas-Nebraska  to  recover  in¬ 
creases  in  its  jurisdictional  cost  of  serv¬ 
ice  resulting  from:  (1)  Additional  facili¬ 
ties  required  to  connect  new  sources  of 
supply  and  to  maintain  deliverability 
from  existing  sources  of  supply;  (2)  gas 
exploration  and  development  including 
advance  payments;  (3)  increased  operat¬ 
ing  costs  due  to  higher  costs  of  labor, 
materials  and  supplies;  (4)  new  under¬ 
ground  storage  facilities;  (5)  increased 
revenues  needed  to  provide  a  return  of 
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10.35  percent  on  its  utility  investment; 

(6)  increased  depreciation  rate  on  trans¬ 
mission  faculties  from  3.19  percent  to  4.0 
percent;  and  (7)  increased  income,  pay- 
roU  and  property  taxes. 

In  addition  to  the  changes  to  reflect  the 
Increased  rates  Kansas-Nebraska  pro¬ 
poses  various  changes  in  its  existing 
tariff;  and,  therefore,  has  flled  a  Third 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  to  replace  the 
Second  Revised  Volmne  No.  1.  The 
changes  in  the  revised  tariff  consist  of: 

(1)  Change  in  the  jurisdictional  zone 
botmdaries;  42)  consolidation  on  one 
tariff  sheet  the  rates  charged  for  service 
to  each  rate  zone;  (3)  change  in  deter¬ 
mination  of  contract  demand  and  winter 
period  demand;  (4)  revisions  in  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Terms  and  Conditions  oonceming 
deflnltions,  measurement,  restrictions  on 
new  or  additional  ser\'lce  and  extension 
policy. 

Notice  of  K-N’s  flling  was  issued  on 
September  8, 1975,  with  protests  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  due  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1975.  To  date,  several  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  have  been  received  (see 
Appendix  A  below),  both  in  and  out  of 
time.  Most  of  the  petitioners  requested  a 
full  flve  month  suspension  of  ^e  flling 
as  weU  as  a  hearing  thereon.  The  Cen¬ 
tral  Kansas  Power  Company,  Inc.  (Cen¬ 
tral  Kansas),  in  addition  to  requesting 
a  flve  month  suspension  and  a  hearing, 
urges  that  the  Commission  inject  the 
provision  of  the  proposed  sections  1  and 
13b  of  the  General  Terms  and  Condi¬ 
tions  ot  the  Tariffs  which  purport  to  be 
applicable  to  direct  sales,  as  not  subject 
to  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission.  A  protest  was  flled  by 
Hanna  &  Lamb  Milling  Co.,  alfalfa  de¬ 
hydrator  who  purchases  from  K-N, 
which  made' a  general  objection  to  any 
increase  in  rates. 

K-N  proposes,  inter  alia,  to  give  cost 
of  service  treatxaent  to  production  from 
property  it  acquired  on  or  after  October 
7, 1969.  We  note  that  in  Opinion  No.  731 ' 
we  expressed  our  concern  with  respect  to 
the  standards  that  must  be  met  to  satisfy 
the  “special  circumstances”  criterion  for 
such  cost  of  service  treatment  as  set  forth 
in  Opinion  No.  568  *  and  Opinion  No. 
568-A.*  In  flnding  that  the  circumstances 
must  be  truly  extraordinary,  we  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  pipeline  seeking  the 
hUdier  cost  of  service  treatment  must 
carry  the  same  burdens  of  proof  and  per¬ 
suasion  that  an  independent  producer 
must  meet  in  order  to  gain  an  excepticm 
from  the  area  rate  applicable  to  its  sale. 
Thus,  more  than  a  showing  of  unit  cost 
higher  than  the  area  rate,  or  intimations 
that  the  company  will  have  to  discon¬ 
tinue  its  explOTaticm  program  without  the 
requested  relief,  is  required.  In  light  ot 
Opinion  731,  supra,  all  parties  submit¬ 
ting  evidence  on  this  issue  should  specifi¬ 
cally  address  the  extraordinary  nature  of 
the  circiimstances  surrounding  K-N’s 
production  from  property  acquired  after 
October  7,  1969. 


1  Kansas-Nebrask*  Natural  Gas  C<mpany. 
Docket  No.  BFTa-Sa,  Issued  May  16,  1976. 
*42  FP0  788  (1969). 

*42  FPO  1089  (1969). 


We  further  note  that  for  purposes  of 
its  present  flling  K-N  has  utilized  the  un¬ 
modified  Atlantic  Seaboard  method  of 
cost  classification  with  the  exeepticm  tlmi 
all  fixed  costs  for  production  other  than 
for  gathering  were  classified  as  ccxnmod- 
ity  costs  but  50%  of  fixed  eoste  for  the 
gathering  systems  were  retained  in  de¬ 
mand  costs.  In  Opinion  671*  we  ex¬ 
pressed  our  concern  over  the  worsening 
gas  supply  situation  and  particularly  as 
it  existed  on  United’s  system.  Based  upon 
the  record  in  that  case  we  concluded  that 
more  weight  should  be  given  to  the  an¬ 
nual  use  of  United’s  pipeline  system  than 
would  result  under  the  Atlantic  Seaboard 
method.  Therefore,  we  assigned  75  per¬ 
cent  of  fixed  trsmsmission  and  storage 
costs  to  the  commimity  component  of 
United’s  rates.  Part  of  our  rationale  was 
that  in  view  of  the  gas  supply  shortage, 
low  priority  usage  should  be  discouraged 
and  the  price  gap  between  natural  gas 
and  alternative  fuels  in  the  Interruptible 
industrial  market  should,  at  the  miifi- 
mum,  be  narrowed. 

In  light  of  our  policy  of  considering 
competitive  fuel  prices  in  setting  com¬ 
modity  rate  levels  and  of  the  present  sup¬ 
ply  and  market  conditions  on  the  K-N 
system  all  parties  to  this  proceeding 
should  direct  their  attention,  and  any 
evidence  they  wish  to  submit,  to  the 
propriety  of  the  continued  use  of  K-N’s 
mo^ed  Atlantic  Seaboard  method  of 
cost  classification  and  allocation,  as  well 
as  to  the  prcmriety  of  K-N’s  rate  design 
proposed  herein.  Further,  we  urge  all 
parties  to  suggest  alternative  methods  of 
cost  classification,  allocation  and  rate  de¬ 
sign  which  they  believe  may  move  closely 
reflect  or  Implement  the  Commission’s 
policy  objectives  in  this  area.*  In  this 
connection  we  refer  the  parties  to  our  re¬ 
cent  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is¬ 
sued  February  20, 1975,  in  Docket  No.  RM 
75-19. 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  the  use  of  the 
Atlantic  Seaboard  method  of  cost  classi¬ 
fication,  cost  allccaticm  and  rate  design 
may  be  inadequate  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  imder  the  present  condi¬ 
tions  of  gas  supply  shorties  and  ever- 
increasing  curtailments.  Moreover,  we 
note  that  because  of  successive  pipeline 
rate  filings  which  create  “locked-in”  pe¬ 
riods,  our  efforts  to  adopt  a  Just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  cost  classification,  allocation  and 
rate  design  differing  from  Seaboard  may 
be  frustrated.  Tb  the  extent  that  the  rate 
structure  foimd  Just  and  reasonable  for 
K-N  after  hearing  and  decision  departs 
from  the  modified  Seaboard  methodology 
used  by  K-N  in  its  instant  filing  by  as- 
slgnii^  additional  fixed  costs  to  the  com¬ 
modity  component  of  the  rates,  under¬ 
collections  will  occur.  We  believe  it  would 
be  improper  for  us  to  Insure  K-N  pro¬ 
tection  from  tmdercoUections  by  our  fail¬ 
ing  to  adopt  the  Just  and  reasonable  rate 
structure  because  rates  have  become 
“locked-ln”.  Accordingly,  we  hereby 

*  United  0*8  Pipeline  Company,  60  PPC 
1348  (1973). 

■See:  Footnote  8  In  our -order  of  May  31, 
1974.  In  OolumbU  Oaa  Tranamlaalon,  et  al.. 
Docket  Nos.  RP74-82  and  BP74-81. 


place  K-N  on  notice  that  they  may  be 
subject  to  underecdlectlons  If  after  hear¬ 
ing  and  decision  we  find  their  rate  de¬ 
sign  improper.* 

As  previoesly  noted,  the  request  of 
K-N  for  increased  rates  is  based  in  part 
upon  the  fact  that  its  dellverabill^  of 
gas  from  connected  sources  is  declining. 
’The  present  gas  shortage  in  this  country, 
to  which  this  Commission  has  often 
called  attention,  is  a  problem  which  is 
shared  by  most  if  not  all  major  Interstate 
transmission  pipelines  in  varying  de¬ 
grees  of  magnitude.  Ihe  effect  upon  the 
risk  of  capital  Invested  in  gas  pipeline 
operations  resulting  from  inadequate  and 
declining  gas  supplies  as  well  as  the  un¬ 
certainties  and  contingencies  inherent 
in  possible  supplemental  sources  of  sup¬ 
ply  are  of  direct  and  primary  concern  to 
us.  It  also  seems  clear  that  the  gas  short¬ 
age  may  result  in  situations  where  the 
useful  or  economic  life  of  gas  pipeline 
facilities  may  be  substantially  less  than 
their  physical  life.  Accordingly,  we  re¬ 
quest  that  the  evidence  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  Including  that  to  be  flled  by  our 
Staff  give  full  and  careful  consideration 
to  these  factors  in  the  development  of 
recommendations  on  the  Issues  of  rate  of 
return  and  depreciation  so  as  to  enable 
this  Commission  to  formulate  sound  reg¬ 
ulatory  policies  in  these  areas. 

Central  Kansas  argues  that  certain 
words  and  phrases  contained  in  sections 
1  and  13b  of  the  General  Terms  and  Con¬ 
ditions  applicable  to  the  various  Juris¬ 
dictional  tariffs  must  be  deleted  inas¬ 
much  as  they  relate  to  the  terms  of  ser¬ 
vice  for  direct  Industrial  sales  made  by 
K-N,  such  service  not  being  subject  to 
the  Jiudsdictlon  of  the  Federal  Power 
CcHnmlssion.  Central  Kansas  seems  to  be 
suggesting  that  our  acceptance  and  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  General  Terms  and  Con¬ 
ditions  as  filed  would  somehow  give  K-N 
the  power  or  authority  to  effect  modi¬ 
fications  in  terms  of  its  service  to  direct 
Industrial  customers  which  it  could  not 
otherwise  do  without  the  ccmsent  of  the 
Kansas  Corporation  Commission  (KCC) . 
Central  Kansas’  assertions  notwith¬ 
standing.  we  find  nothing  in  the  above- 
mention^  Section  that  would  allow 
K-N  to  charge,  by  virtue  of  our  accept¬ 
ance  of  the  General  Terms  and  Condl- 
tlcms,  rates  to  direct  industrial  users 
different  from  those  <m  file  with  the 
KCC,  or  perform  under  terms  different 
frmn  those  on  file  with  the  KCC.  As 
pointed  out  by  Central  Kansas,  we  have 
no  Jurisdiction  over  the  rates  and  terms 

*  See:  Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company. 
Opinion  611,  47  FPO  841,  (1972)  modlf.  on 
reh.  Opinion  611-A  49  FPC  261  (1978),  af- 

flnned.  Per  Curiam,  -  F.  9d.  - ,  Case 

Noe.  78-1208  A  73-1613  Issued  September  11. 
1974  (OADC);  Florida  Gas  Transmission 
Con^mny,  — —  FPC  — Clinton  782.  Issued 
May  20.  1976,  In  Docket  No.  BP74-19.  et  al.. 
FJ'.O.  T.  Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Com¬ 
pany,  371  UJ3.  146  (1962).  See  also:  Natural 
Gas  P^^ellne  Company,  Docket  No.  BP75- 
106,  Order  Issued  June  80,  1976,  Panhandle 
Eastern  Pipeline  Oompany.  Doeket  No.  RP78- 
102,  Order  Issued  June  80.  1979,  Ttaas  East¬ 
ern  Tranamlseton  Oorpocation,  Doeket  No. 
BF74-41,  Order  Isqsd  Septraober  17,  1976. 
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of  such  sales,  our  authority  and  respon¬ 
sibility  in  this  area  being  limited  under 
secUim  7  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  to  cer¬ 
tification  of  all  transportation  facilities 
used  to  make  such  sales.  The  relevancy 
of  the  aforementioned  sections  to  whole¬ 
sale  rates  and  service  may,  in  any  event, 
be  fully  examined  at  the  hearing  to  be 
established  herein. 

In  light  of  the  foregoing  it  is  evident 
that  certain  issues  have  been  raised  by 
K-N’s  filing  which  require  development 
in  an  evidentiary  proceeding.  The  pro¬ 
posed  changes  in  rates,  charges  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  service  have  not  been  shown  to 
be  Just  and^  reasonable  and  may  be  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory  or  otherwise  vinlawful.  Accordingly, 
we  shall  accept  K-N’s  proposed  tariff 
.  sheets  for  filing,  as  conditioned,  suspend 
its  effectiveness  for  a  period  of  five 
months,  and  establish  procedures. 

Evidence  relevant  to  the  issues  raised 
by  the  instant  filing  should  be  submitted 
by  all  parties,  including  the  Ccmunisslon 
Staff.  Without  limiting  the  rights  of  the 
parties,  including  Staff,  in  presenting 
such  further  evidence  as  they  deem  rele¬ 
vant  and  material,  we  hereby  direct  the 
parties  and  our  Staff  to  present  evidence 
which  addresses  itself  not  only  to  those 
issues  raised  by  K-N’s  allegations  noted 
above,  and  by  our  prior  discussion,  but 
also  to  the  reliability  and  relevancy  of 
K-N’s  statements  that:  (1)  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  proper  rate  of  return  to  be  al¬ 
lowed  in  this  proceeding,  the  prospective 
returns  on  alternative  investments  must 
be  considered,  not  the  historical  realized 
returns  of  the  past,  (2)  public  utilities 
have  been  granted  insufficient  rate  In- 
Increaises  over  the  past  ten  years,  (3) 
regulated  firms  have  become  relatively 
less  attractive  to  investors,  this  being  es¬ 
pecially  true  in  domparison  to  the  unreg¬ 
ulated  sector  in  times  of  rapid  infiation, 
(4)  there  is  a  very  real  danger  that  dou¬ 
ble-digit  infiation  will  continue  through¬ 
out  the  present  fiscal  year,  (5)  K-N’s  per¬ 
centage  of  common  equity  in  1973  was 
49  percent  as  compared  to  an  average 
of  36  percent  for  both  the  Major  Classes 
A  &  B  Pipelines  and  the  Classes  A  ti  B 
Electric  Utilities^  (6)  K-N’s  embedded 
cost  of  long-term  debt  is  below  the  rate 
which  is  being  paid  for  new  long-term 
debt  issues,  (7)  ^-N  developed  a  group 
of  twenty-nine  companies  with  common 
equity  ratios  from  21.6  percent  to  100 
percent,  (8)  K-N  has  utilized  ten-year 
historical  periods  of  1964-1973  and  1965- 
1974,  and  (9)  K-N’s  estimated  reserve 
supply  has  decreased  from  24  years  in 
1963  to  15.7  years  in  1974.  Witnesses 
should  further  direct  their  attention  to 
the  following  items:  (1)  The  reasonable¬ 
ness  of  K-N’s  adjustments  to  operating 
and  maintenance  expenses,  (2)  the  va¬ 
lidity  of  claimed  increases  in  ad  valorem, 
payroll  and  income  taxes,  (3)  the  reason- 
aUeness  of  allocation  of  Administrative 
and  General  Expenses  to  fimctlons,  and 
(4)  the  apiurtvriateness  of  K-N’s  pro¬ 
posed  zones. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  In  the  puUlc  Interest  and  to 


aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Oas  Act  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges  and  serv¬ 
ices  contained  in  K-N’s  Third  Revised 
Volume  No.  1  be  suspended  as  herein¬ 
after  provided. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  a  decision  thereon,  K-N’s 
proposed  changes  in  its  rates,  charges 
and  services  tendered  on  August  29, 1975, 
are  accepted  for  filing  and  siispended  for 
five  months,  the  full  statutory  term,  the 
use  thereof  deferred  imtil  March  14, 1976, 
subject  to  refimd. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  section  4 
and  5  thereof,  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  (18  CPR  Ch.  I) ,  a  hear¬ 
ing  for  purposes  of  cross-examination 
concerning  the  lawfulness  and  reason¬ 
ableness  of  the  rates  and  charges  in  K- 
N’s  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  as  proposed  to  be 
amended  herein  shall  be  held  commenc¬ 
ing  on  March  10,  1976,  at  10  a.m.,  e.s.t., 
in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

(C)  On  or  before  January  21, 1976,  the 
Commission  Staff  shall  serve  its  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits.  Any  intervenor 
evidence  will  be  filed  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1976.  Any  rebuttal  evidence  by 
K-N  shall  be  served  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1976. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose, 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR  3.5 
(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  t^ 
proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant  pro¬ 
cedural  matters  not  herein  provided,  and 
shall  control  this  proceeding  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policies  expressed  in  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure. 

(E)  The  petitioners  mentioned  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  below  are  hereby  permitted  to 
intervme  in  this  proceeding,  subject  to 
the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
participation  of  such  interveners  shall  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  the  rights 
and  interests  specifically  set  forth  in  the 
respective  i^titions  to  intervene:  And 
Provided,  further.  That  the  admission  of 
such  int^enors  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  that  they  or  any  of  them 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  issued  by  the  Commission  in 
this  proceeding. 

(F)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  par¬ 
ties  to  this  ixoceeding  regarding  the  con¬ 
vening  of  conferences  or  offers  of  settle¬ 
ment  pursuant  to  S  1.18  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Pluxb, 

Secretary. 


Appxitoiz  a 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS  COMPANY,  INC. 
RP76-8 

PetttUmers  Filing  date 

City  of  Central  City,  Nebr _  Sept.  16,  1975. 

Central  Kansas  Power  Co.,  Sept.  18,  1975. 
Inc. 

Nebraska  Public  Power  Dls-  Sept.  19, 1975. 
trict  and  City  of  Grand  Is¬ 
land,  Nebr. 


Producers  Gas  Equities,  Inc__  Do. 
Central  Telephone  &  Utilities  Sept.  22,  1975. 
Corp. 

City  of  Hastings,  Nebr _  Sept.  22,  1975. 

Iowa  Electric  light  and  Sept.  22,  1975. 
Power  Co. 

Natural  Gas  Distributing  Sept.  22,  1975. 
Company. 

City  of  Alma,  Nebr _  Sept.  22,  1975. 

Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Com-  Sept.  22,  1975. 
pany. 

Northwestern  Public  Service  Sept.  22,  1975. 
Co. 


IFR  Doc.75-28239  Filed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  BP76-110] 

LAWRENCEBURG  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CORP. 

Order  Granting  Intervention 

October  15,  1975. 

The  Commission  order  of  June  11, 1975, 
directed  the  convening  of  a  conference 
in  ^e  above-mentioned  docket  to  enable 
the  Laigrenceburg  Gas  ’Transmission 
Corporation  (Transmission)  and  its  cus¬ 
tomers  to  participate  in  proceedings  to 
determine  the  expected  imp^t  of  up¬ 
coming  winter  curtailment  and  alterna¬ 
tives  to  help  alleviate  the  most  serious 
effects. 

A  petition  to  intervene  in  the  above- 
mentioned  docket  was  filed  by  Thatcher 
Glass  Manufacturing  Company  (Thatch¬ 
er)  on  July  30,  1975.  Thatcher’s  peti¬ 
tion  states  that  it  is  one  of  the  largest 
Industrial  customers  of  Lawrenceburg 
Gas  Company,  a  customer  and  affiliate  of 
Transmission.  Having  reviewed  the  above 
petition  to  Intervene,  we  believe  that  the 
petitioner  has  sufficient  interest  in  the 
proceedings  to  warrant  intervention. 

The  Commission  finds.  Participation 
by  the  aforesaid  petitioner  niay  be  in  the 
public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioner  is  hereby  per¬ 
mitted  to  Intervene  in  these  proceedings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission:  Provided,  however. 
That  participation  of  such  intervener 
shall  be  limited  to  matters  affecting  as¬ 
serted  rights  and  interests  as  specifically 
set  ftnlh  in  the  petition  to  intervene :  And 
•provided,  further.  That  the  admission  of 
such  intervener  shall  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
it  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  or¬ 
der  or  orders  of  the  Commission  entered 
in  this  proceeding:  And  provided,  fur¬ 
ther,  That  participation  by  such  inter¬ 
vener  shall  not  serve  as  Justification  for 
modifying  the  procedural  schedule  al¬ 
ready  established  in  this  proceeding. 
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(B)  Hie  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  In 
the  Fedkkal  Begistes. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28261  FUed  10-20-76:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-92061 

McDowell  county  consumer  coun¬ 
cil,  INC.  AND  AMERICAN  ELECTRIC 
'  POWER  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Granting  Late  Petitions  To  Intervene 
October  •14,  1975. 

By  order  issued  July  29,  1975,  we  in¬ 
stituted  an  investigation  and  established 
procedures  in  the  above  captioned  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Comments  and  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  were  due  January  28,  1975,  pur¬ 
suant  to  notice  issued  January  16,  1975. 
Untimely  petitions  to  intervene  have 
been  filed  by  the  following:  Kaiser  Alu¬ 
minum  and  Chemical  Corporation;  Pub¬ 
lic  Utilities  Commission  of  C^o;  the  At¬ 
torney  General  of  the  Commcmwealth  of 
Kentucky:  Howleg  Fuel  Corporation; 
and  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
West  Virginia.  We  have  reviewed  the 
petitions  of  these  parties  and  believe 
their  interests  are  sufficient  to  warrant 
Intervention. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  desirable 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  allow  the 
above-named  petitioners  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The 
above-named  petitioners  are  her^y  per¬ 
mitted  to  Intervene  in  these  proceediings 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Commission:  Provided,  however.  That 
participation  of  such  interveners  shcdl  be 
limited  to  matters  affecting  asserted 
rights  and  interests  as  specifii^dly  set 
forth  in  their  petitions  to  Intervene:  And 
Provided,  fwrther.  That  the  admission  of 
such  intmrvenors  shall  not  be  construed 
as  recognition  by  the  Commission  that 
th^  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  or  orders  of  the  Commission  en¬ 
tered  in  this  proceeding. 

(B)  The  Interventions  granted  herein 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  delaying  or  de¬ 
ferring  any  procedural  schedules  hereto¬ 
fore  established  for  the  orderly  and  ex¬ 
peditious  dlspositlmi  of  this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Rbgistxr. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.7&-28247  FUed  10-20-75;  8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  CONSERVATION- 
TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE- 
NET  ENERGY  COST  OF  COMPETITIVE 
ENERGY  SYSHTEMS 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15,  1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Oommisskm  by 
Order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Oonservation-Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Task  Force— Net  Energy  Cost  of 


Competitlye  Systems  of  the  National  Gas 
Survey. 

1.  Membership.  A  new  member  to  the 
C<mservation-Technlcal  Advisory  Task 
Force — ^Net  Energy  Cost  of  Competitive 
Energy  Systems  as  sheeted  by  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Commission  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Oranmission,  is  as  follows: 

Joseph  Llebeiman,  General  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  Washington,  D.C. 

By  the  commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.7&-28264  FUed  10-20-75;8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  RESEARCH  AND 

DEVELOPMENT-TECHNICAL  ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15, 1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Research  and  Development- 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  of  the 
National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  A  new  member  to  the 
Research  and  Development  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  as  selected  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  is  as 
follows: 

Chart  Bonham,  Georgia  State  Energy  Of¬ 
fice,  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28263  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


NATiONAI.  GAS  SURVEY  CURTAILMENT 

STRATEGIES-TECHNiCAL  ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15,  1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
order  Issued  S^tember  15,  1975,  an¬ 
nounced  a  new  program  for  the  National 
Gas  Survey  Curtailment  Strategies- 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  and  ini¬ 
tial  memberdilp  tor  this  Cmnmittee. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Curtailment  Strategles-Technical  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  as  selected  by  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Cmnmission  wltti  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Commission,  are  as  follows: 

Gerald  L.  Brobaker,  Council  on  Environ¬ 
mental  Qtiallty,  Waahingtem.  D.O. 

Thomas  Schrader,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  WaShin^n,  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  KxinnnH  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28261  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  CONSERVATION- 
TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE- 
EFFICIENCY  IN  USE  OF  GAS 

Order  Designating  Members 

OcTt»EB  15,  1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
order  Issued  Septonber  15,  1975,  estab¬ 


lished  the  Conservation-Technical  Ad¬ 
visory  Task  Force-Effiiciency  in  Use  of 
Gas  of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  A  new  member  to  the 
Conservation-Technical  Advisory  Task 
Force-Efficiency  in  Use  of  Gas  as  selected 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  with 
the  approval  of  the  Commission,  is  as 
follows: 

John  ColUns,  Nevada  State  Energy  Re¬ 
sources  Advisory  Board,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28262  Filed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 

NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  EXECUTIVE 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15, 1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
order  issued  September  15,  1975  an¬ 
nounced  a  new  program  for  the  Na¬ 
tional  Gas  Survey  and  initial  member¬ 
ship  for  the  Executive  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Executive  Advisory  Committee  as  se¬ 
lected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  thg  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  are  as  follows: 

Jack  W.  AUen,  Alpar  Resources,  Inc.,  Per- 
ryton,  Texas.  - 

William  O.  Doub,  LeBoeuf,  Lamb,  Leihy  & 
MacRae,  Washington,  D.C. 

Nicholas  J<UinBon,  Chairman,  National 
Citizens  Committee  for  Broadcasting,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28260  FUed  10-20-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  FINANCE- 

TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15,  1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
order  Issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Finance-Technical  Advisory 
Cmnmlttee  of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  monbers  to  the 
Finance-Technical  Advisory  Committee 
as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  with  the  approval  of  the  Com- 
mlsslon,  are  as  follows: 

Jos^ih  Talago,  Azonlcan  Gas  Association, 
Arlington.  Virginia. 

William  Thomas,  Pacific  lighting  Corpora¬ 
tion.  Loa  Angtiss,  California. 

William  Stratton.  PidUlo  Servios  Commis¬ 
sion  at  the  District  of  Colmnbla,  WashlngUm, 
D.C. 

Ltftoy.  Culbertson.  PhlUtps  PetnUeum 
Cempanj.  BarUasvUle.  Oklahoma. 

Don  W.  Hummti.  Hw  Northern  Trust 
Company,  Chicago,  Illinois. 

John  O.  L.  Cabot,  Cabot  Corporation,  Bo^  ■ 
ton,  Ifaasachuaetts. 

■momae  OTrlen.  Long  TWand  Lighting 
Company,  Mlneola,  New  Tork. 

ICr.  O'Brien  wlU  HU  the  posltloa  va¬ 
cated  by  the  reslgnaikm  of  Ifr.  F.  C. 
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Eggerstedt,  Jr^  Long  Island  Lighting 
Company,  from  this  Committee. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  PLxm, 

Secretarv. 

[FR  Doc.75-28266  PUed  10-20-76;8:46  am] 

NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY- 

TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15, 1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by  Or¬ 
der  issued  September  15, 1975,  announced 
a  new  program  for  the  National  Gas 
Survey  Supply-Technical  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  and  initital  membership  for  this 
Committee. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Committee 
as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  with  the  approval  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  are  as  follows: 

John  C.  Wright,  Wiser  Oil  Company,  Sls- 
tervUle,  West  Virginia. 

Joel  Jacobson,  New  Jersey  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  Newark,  New  Jersey. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-28258:  Piled  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECHNI¬ 
CAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-DOMESTIC 

NATURAL  GAS  POTENTIAL  RESOURCE 

BASE 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15,  1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
order  Issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force-Domestic  Natural  Gas  Po¬ 
tential  Resource  Base  of  the  National 
Gas  Survey. 

I.  Membership.  A  new  m«nber  to  the 
Supply-Technicid  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Domestic  Natural  Gas  Potential  Re¬ 
source  Base  as  selected  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  with  the  approval  of 
the  Commission,  is  as  follows: 

J.  Splvak,  Mobil  OU  Corporation,  New 
York,  New  York. 

By  the  Commission. 

(seal!  •  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28259  Piled  10-20-75:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECHNI- 
'  CAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-FOREIGN 

GAS  SUPPLY 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15,  1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Ctmimlssion  by 
order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force-Foreign  Gas  Supply  of  the 
National  Gas  Burvey. 

1.  Membership.  A  new  member  to  the 
SuiH>ly-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Fweign  Gas  8uiH?ly  as  selected  by  the 


Chairman  of  the  Commission  with  the 
approval  of  the  Commission,  is  as 
follows: 

James  A.  Pay,  Maaeachusetts  Institute  at 
Technology,  Cambridge,  Maasachusetts. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  KEimETH  F.  PLUMB, 

Secreton^. 

[PR  Doc.75-28263  Plied  10-20-76:8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECHNI¬ 
CAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-REGULA¬ 
TORY  ASPECTS  OF  SUBSTITUTE  GAS 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15, 1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Ccunmissicm  by 
order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Task  Force-Regulatory  Aspects  of  Sub¬ 
stitute  Gas  of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Re^atory  Aspects  of.,  Substitute  Gas  as 
selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Cwnmis- 
sion  with  the  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  are  as  follows: 

Gordon  Gooch,  Baker  &  Botts,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

William  M.  Pfeiffer,  Pacific  Lighting  Cor¬ 
poration,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28255  Piled  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  SUPPLY-TECHNI¬ 
CAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-SYNTHE¬ 
SIZED  GASEOUS  HYDROCARBON  FUELS 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15,  1975. 

The  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
order  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  -the  Supply-Technical  Advisory 
Tsisk  Force-Ssrnthesized  Gaseous  Hydro¬ 
carbon  Fuels  of  the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  A  new  member  to  the 
Supply -Technical  Advisory  .Task  Force- 
Synthesized  Gaseous  Hydrocarbon  Fuels 
as  selected  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  with  the  approval  of  the 
Commission,  is  as  follows : 

Maurice  F.  Oxenrelter,  American  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Whiting,  Indiana. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28257  Filed  10-20-75,8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY  TRANSMISSION, 
DISTRIBUTION  &  STORAGE-TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE-IMPACT  OF 
GAS  SHORTAGE  ON  CONSUMERS 

Order  Designating  Members 

October  15,  1975. 

ITie  Federal  Power  Commission  by  or¬ 
der  issued  September  15,  1975,  estab¬ 
lished  the  Transmission,  Distribution  & 
Storage-Te<*nical  Advisory  Task  Force- 


Impact  of  Gas  Shortage  on  Consumers  of 
the  National  Gas  Survey. 

1.  Membership.  New  members  to  the 
Transmission,  Distribution  &  Storage- 
Technical  Advisory  Task  Force-Impact 
of  Gas  Shortage  on  Consumers  as  se¬ 
lected  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  the  approval  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  are  as  follows: 

G.  G.  Jvirenka,  Mobile  OU  Corporation, 
Houston,  Texas. 

WUllam  O.  White,  The  FertUlzer  Institute, 
Washington,  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28254  Piled  10-20-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RM74-16] 

NATURAL  GAS  COMPANIES  ANNUAL  RE¬ 
PORT  OF  PROVED  DOMESTIC  GAS  RE¬ 
SERVES 

Order  Denying  Rehearing  of  Procedural 
Dates,  Denying  Motions  for  Stay,  Deny¬ 
ing  Waiver  of  Filing  Requirements  and 
Other  Special  Relief,  and  Granting  Ex¬ 
tension  of  Time 

October  10,  1975. 

On  August  18, 1975  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  Order  No.  526-A,  which  made  §  260.- 
13  of  our  regulations  effective  as  of  that 
date.  Pursuant  to  that  order  all  natural 
gas  companies,  their  affiliates,  and  sub¬ 
sidiaries  were  required  to  file  FPC  Form 
No.  40  on  September  17,  1975  as  to  the 
Offshore  Federal  Domain,  and  October  2, 
1975  for  the  onshore  areas  and  the  State 
controlled  offshore. 

Motions  to  stay  the  effectiveness  of 
this  order  were  filed  by  Amoco  Produc¬ 
tion  Company  (Amoco)  on  September  15- 
1975,  Burmah  Oil  and  Gas  Company 
(Burmah)  on  September  17,  1975,  Gulf 
Oil  Corporation  (Gulf)  on  Septem^r  17, 
1975,  Superior  Oil  Company  (Superior) 
on  September  17,  1975,  Exxon  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Exxon),  along  with  a  request  for 
special  relief,  on  September  17,  1975, 
Cfities  Service  Oil  Company  (Cities  Serv¬ 
ice)  on  September.  22,  1975,  Phillips 
Petroleum  Company  (Phillips)  on  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1975,  Getty  Oil  Company 
(Getty)  on  September  24,  1975,  and 
Skelly  Oil  Company  (Skelly)  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1975.  In  addition,  Tenneco  Oil 
Company  (Tenneco)  filed  for  rehearing 
of  the  procedural  dates  set  in  Order 
No.  526-A  and  Sabine  Royalty  Ctorpora- 
tion  together  with  Dalco  Oil  Company 
(Sabine)  requested  a  partial  waiver  of 
4he  reporting  requirements  imder 
§  260.13.  By  letter  the  Secretary  has 
granted  e^h  movant  an  extension  until 
October  17,  1975  to  file  all  of  Form  No. 
40. 

In  both  Order  No.  526  that  promul¬ 
gated  Form  No.  40  and  Order  No.  526-A 
making  the  form  effective,  we  set  forth 
the  valid  regulatory  purposes  that  would 
be  served  by  the  filing  of  the  informa¬ 
tion  required  in  Form  No.  40.  We  also 
emphasized  the  need  to  obtain  this  in¬ 
formation  as  quickly  as  possible  and  in 
a  manner  that  would  be  as  useful  to  the 
Commission.  It  was  for  these  reasons 
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that  we  created  a  special  reporting  pro¬ 
cedure  requiring  Form  No.  40  to  be  filed 
within  the  time  frames  set  forth  in  Order 
No.  526-A. 

Movants  herein  would  have  us  post¬ 
pone  the  filing  of  Form  No.  40  either  to 
some  date  several  months  in  the  future 
or  indefinitely  pending  judicial  review. 
Such  an  action  would  neither  be  con¬ 
sistent  without  prior  statonents  in  Or¬ 
der  Nos.  526  and  526-A  nor  commensu¬ 
rate  with  the  public  interest.  Accordingly, 
all  motions  for  stay  are  hereby  denied 
However,  we  will  grant  all  movants  an 
extension  until  November  17, 1975  to  file 
in  order  to  ensure  that  these  companies 
will  be  in  full  and  complete  compliance 
with  our  reporting  requirements. 

Several  movants,  notably  Fxxon, 
Amoco,  and  Burmah,  Indicated  that  the 
data  filed  pursuant  to  Section  260.13 
would  either  not  be  complete  as  of  the 
date  set  or  would  not  be  in  the  form  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  the  Conunlssion  in  its  or¬ 
ders.  We  remind  these  companies,  and 
aU  other  respondents  in  Docket  No. 
RM74-16,  that  Order  Nos.  526  and  526-A 
required  the  respondents  to  submit  the 
Information  requested  on  the  form  cre¬ 
ated  for  that  purpose.  The  purpose  of  a 
uniform  filing  is  to  enable  those  review¬ 
ing  the  forms  to  compare  and  contrast 
one  submittal  with  another  without  the 
necessity  of  complicated  interpretations 
or  recomputations.  Producers  who  do  not 
use  the  form  provided  or  who  make  in¬ 
complete  filings  defeat  this  j2urpose  and 
an  such  submittals  wifi  be  considered  not 
to  be  in  compliance  with  §  260.13. 

The  Commission  orders.  ‘The  motions 
for  stay  filed  by  Amoco,  Burmah,  Gulf, 
Superior,  Exxon,  Cities  Service,  Phillips, 
Getty,  and  Skelly  are  denied.  The  Ten- 
neco  application  for  rehearing,  the  Sa¬ 
bine  request  for  partial  waiver  of  regula- 
ti(ms,  and  the  Exxon  request  for  special 
rdlef  are  denied.  AU  movants  are  di¬ 
rected  to  file  a  complete  and  proper  FPC 
Form  No.  40  for  aU  reporting  areas  no 
later  than  Novanber  17, 1975. 

By  the  Cmnmlsslon. 

[seal]  Kenweth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-28273  FUed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  RM75-14] 

NATIONAL  RATES  FOR  NATURAL  GAS 

Order  Issuing  Clarification  of  Staff  Rate 
Recommendations  and  Providing  for 
Comment  Thereon 

October  3, 1975. 

National  rates  for  jurisdlcational  sales 
of  natmral  gas  dedicated  to  interstate 
commerce  on  or  after  January  1, 1973,  for 
the  period  January  1,  1975,  to  Decem¬ 
ber  31. 1976. 

By  order  of  August  4,  1975,  we  issued 
Staff  rate  recommendations  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  ccnnprised  of  comments  from  the 
Commission’s  Bxureau  of  Natural  Gas  and 
Office  of  Economics  (OEC)  and  provided 
for  public  comment  thereon.  By  letter  of 
August  21.  1975,  Associated  Gas  Dis¬ 
tributors  requested  clarlficatlcm  of  OEC’s 


comments  with  particular  regard  to  the 
matter  of  return  on  exploration  ex¬ 
penses.  In  response,  OEC  has  prepared  a 
“Clarification  of  Comments,  Revision, 
and  Revised  Rate  Recommendation”. 

OEC’s  response  is  issued  herewith;  we 
believe  it  is  extensive  enough  to  warrant 
further  comment  by  the  parties. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Comments  in  reply  to  OEC’s  re¬ 
sponse  may  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Fede^  Power  Commission.  825 
North  Csqjitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  on  or  before  November  3, 
1975*. 

(B)  The  procedure  for  filing  such  com¬ 
ments  shaU  be  as  set  forth  in  Paragraph 
B  of  the  August  4, 1975  order  issuing  StidI 
rate  recommendations,  referred  to  in  the 
body  of  this  order. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

,  Secretary. 

Clarification  of  Comments,  Revision, 
AND  Revised  Rate  Recommendation 
OF  THE  Office  of  Economics  of  the 
Federal  Povmi  Commission 

^  Preface 

September  29, 1975. 

On  August  21,  1975,  legal  counsel  for 
Associated  Gas  Distributors  filed  a  Re¬ 
quest  for  Clarification  of  one  of  the  dif¬ 
ferences  between  the  comments  of  the 
Bureau  of  Natural  Gas  (BNG)  and  the 
Office  of  Economics  (OEC)  issued  with 
the  Commission’s  Order  of  August'  4. 
1975.  Associated  Gas  Distributors  re¬ 
quest  a  fuller  explanation  and  work 
papers  relating  to  the  following  matter: 

One  difference  that  was  not  discussed 
and  warrants  clarification  is  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  return  on  exploration  expenses 
(exploratory  expenses,  overhead  and  dry 
hole  costs).  Such  expenses  have  been 
treated  as  “investment"  by  BNG  but  ap¬ 
parently  have  not  beoi  treated  as  in¬ 
vestment  by  OEC.  In  short,  it  appears 
that  the  OEC  analysis  includes  no  return 
on  this  category  of  expense  in  contrast 
to  full  return  allowed  by  BNG. 

We  do  not  know  exactly  how  our  ex¬ 
planation  of  this  central  issue  is  defec¬ 
tive.  In  fact,  in  reviewing  the  exposition 
in  our  original  siriimlsslon  we  find  an 
embarrassing  number  of  ways  in  which 
we  may  have  failed  to  cmnmunicate. 
Therefore,  we  have  undertaken  to  clarify 
all  the  points  we  have  found  where  our 
explanations  were  excessively  obscure. 
We  also  found  a  few  places  where  it  may 
be  difficult,  if  indeed  not  impossible,  for 
others  to  replicate  our  results  anri  have 
included  herein  the  necessary  annota¬ 
tions  to  our  submission.  Because  our  in¬ 
termediate  calculations  were  carried  out 
on  a  programmable  desk  calculator  there 
are  no  working  papers  beycmd  those  rep¬ 
resented  by  the  tables  in  our  submission. 
Therefore,  we  have  cmnputed.  In  lieu  of 
working  papers,  samples  of  some  inter¬ 
mediate  calculations  that  should  be 
h^pful. 

In  the  course  of  preparing  this  response 
to  the  Request  for  Clarification  we  dis¬ 
covered  that  we  bad  erred  in,  our  treat¬ 


ment  of  Lease  Acquisition,  Other  Explor- 
atmy  and  Exploratory  Ovwhead  costs. 
Therefore,  a  revised  set  of  costs  and  an 
explanation  of  the  revisions  are  included 
in  this  submission,  along  with  a  revised 
rate  rec<xnmendation. 

•  Revised  Costs  and  Revised  Rate 
Recommendation 

•As  in  our  original  submission,  we  have 
estimated  1976  costs  using  drilling  costs 
per  foot  trended  to  1976.  two  values  of 
Lease  Acquisition  costs,  one  that  imputes 
the  unit  onshore  costs  to  aU  findings  and 
one  that  employs  the  usual  weighted 
average  of  onshore  and  offshore  unit 
costs,  and  both  a  constant  and  variable 
rate  of  take.  The  results  at  14.73  psia 
including  1^  annual  escsdation  and  ex¬ 
cluding  production  and  Income  taxes 
range  from  56.45^  to  68.77f^/Mcf  as 
follows: 


Cost  of  finding  and  producing  gas — Lease 
acquisition  costs  include 


Onshore  level  for  both  off¬ 
shore  end  onsbMe  (rate  ot 
take  In  cents) 

Combhied  onshore  and  off¬ 
shore  level  for  both  off¬ 
shore  and  onshon  (rata 
of  take  In  cents) 

Constant 

Variable 

Constant 

Variable 

50.45 

0L50 

68.07 

68.77 

Our  position  regarding  Lease  Acquisi¬ 
tion  costs  is  stated  in  our  original  sub¬ 
mission.  Our  costs  are  stated  with  14 
annual  escalation  so  that  they  are  com¬ 
parable  in  that  regard  with  the  ciurrent 
national  rate.  .Naturally,  they  are  higher 
if  no  escalation  is  included;  e.g..  In  the 
constant  rate  of  take  case  they  are  5.084 
higher.  We  have  not  included  Income 
taxes  because  there  is  Insufficient  evi¬ 
dence  to  establish  an  effective  tax  rate 
for  that  purpose.  We  continue  to  rec¬ 
ommend  the  collection  of  a  suitable  body 
of  evidence  for  this  purpose. 

Price  RecommendatUm 

We  recommend,  based  upon  our  cost 
of  56.454,  a  new  national  rate  of  56.454 
subject  to  a  suitable  adjustment  for  in- 
ccane  taxes. 

Income  Tax  Recommendation 

We  recommend,  as  before,  that  the 
Commission  collect  a  body  of  evidence 
suitable  for  determining  an  adjustment 
for  Income  taxes. 

Revision 

In  our  original  treatment  of  Lease  Ac¬ 
quisition,  Other  Exploratory  and  Explor¬ 
atory  Overhead  costs  we  attempted  to  re¬ 
gard  these  as  overhead  costs;  that  is,  as 
costs  that  do  not  vary  proportionately 
with  findings.  A  correct  application  of 
this  view  requires  that  the  level  of  these 
costs  and  the  level  of  findings  be  pre¬ 
dicted  separately  in  order  to  determine 
a  cost  per  Mcf .  Our  error  was  that  we  did 
not  apply  it  in  this  way. 

In  our  costing  we  assumed  that  the  fu¬ 
ture  Lease  Acquisition  CTost,  e.g.,  per  ex¬ 
ploratory  Mcf  sold  would  equal  the  put 
Lease  .Acqulsitlcxi  Cost  per  total  of  ex¬ 
ploratory  and  devel(H?metital  Mcf  sold. 
That  assiunption  Introduces  a  lack  of 
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proportionality  but,  except  tmder  special 
circiunstances,  does  so  incorrectly.  On  re> 
examination  of  these  questions  we  con¬ 
clude  that  the  traditional  treatment  of 
these  costs,  modified  in  the  fashion  de¬ 
scribed  below,  retains  much  of  the  flavor 
of  overhead  costs  without  imposing  the 
very  diflScult  requirements  for  correct 
application  inherent  in  our  original 
version. 

We  allocate  the  appropriately  lagged 
Lease  Acquisition  and  Other  Exploratory 
costs  between  oil  and  gas  in  proporti<m 
to  total  revenue  as.before.  The  results  are 
given  in  col\unns  (3)  and  (4)  of  table  14. 
We  follow  the  traditional  method  and 
find  the  ratio  of  these  costs  to  Successful 
Gas  Well  costs.  Finally,  this  ratio  is  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  Successful  Well  costs  per  unit 
to  And  the  Lease  Acquisition  and  Other 
Exploratory  costs  per  unit.  In  our  calcu¬ 
lations,  it  will  be  recalled  from  the  origi¬ 
nal  submission,  the  imits  of  production 
are  3.36  Mcf  cmnposed  of  1  Mcf  explora¬ 
tory  And  and  2.36  Mcf  of  developmental 
find.  Therefore,  the  appropriate  Success¬ 
ful  Well  cost  per  unit  sold  is  the  Ex¬ 
ploratory  Successful  Well  cost  per  ex¬ 
ploratory  Mcf  found  plus  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Successful  Well  cost  per  Mcf  found 
times  2.36.  The  resulting  unit  costs  are 
given  for  1970-1973  in  columns  6  and  7 
of  table  14.  Unit  Exploratory  Overhead 
costs  are  estimated  in  exactly  the  same 
fashion  except  that  we  consider  them,  as 
in  Opinion  699-H,  as  a  ratio  of  Dry  Hole 
costs  plus  Other  Exploratory  costs — see 
table  16.  Examination  of  these  results 
shows  that  Unit  Leiase  Acquisition  costs 
decrease  over  1970-73,  Unit  Exploratory 
Overhead  costs  increase  and  Other  Ex¬ 
ploratory  costs  are  stable.  Because  these 
are  basically  overhead  costs  we  dwi’t  ex¬ 
pect  to  be  able  to  predict  their  future  unit 
values  accurately.  A  neutral  procedure 
which  we  adopt  is  to  use  the  1970-1973 
average  imit  costs  as  our  cost  estimate. 
We  obtain  for  use  in  our  DCF  calcula¬ 
tion — see  tables  14  and  16: 


T^nit  lease  acqnlsl- 

Unit  other  ex- 

Unit  exploratory 

tlon  costs— offshore 

ploratory 

overhead 

and  onshore 

cost 

cost 

Cent* 

CtKtt 

Cent* 

11.88 

8.45 

3.56 

In  our  original  submission  we  argued 
that  Unit  Onshore  Lease  Acquisition 
costs  are  a  good  approximation  to  the 
amoimt  of  Unit  Lease  Acquisition  cost 
that  will  not  rise  solely  because  the  price 
rises.  That  is,  the  difference  between 
Total  Lease  Acquisition  costs  per  unit 
and  Onshore  Lease  AcqvJsition  costs  per 
xinit  is  price-detarmined  rather  than 
price  determining.  Onshore  Lease  Acqui¬ 
sition  costs  can  be  determined  as  in  table 
15.  We  cannot  proceed,  for  reasons  given 
in  our  original  submission,  year-by-year. 
Therefore,  we  obtain  a  (1970-1973)  aver¬ 
age  by  iising  the  aggregate  Onshore 
Lease  Acquisition  cost  for  1968-1971 — 
a  2  year  lag  is  used,  the  Total  Successful 
Oas  Well  cost  allocated  to  ondiore  drill¬ 
ing  for  1970-1073  and  the  average  of  the 
unit  Successful  Gas  Well  costs  over  1970- 
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1973.  The  details  are  in  table  15.  We 
obtain: 

Unit  Onshore  Lease 
Acquisition  Ckwt 
5.844 

Our  Other  Production  Facility  costing 
has  also  been  revised  because  our  earlier 
procedure  had  the  odd  result  that  these 
costs  per  Mcf  for  developmental  finds 
were  2^  times  those  for  exploratory 
finds.  This  occurred  because  the  .232 
factor — see  the  original  submission — was 
applied  separately  to  Exploratory  Suc¬ 
cessful  Well  costs  and  to  Developmental 
Successful  Well  costs  which  are  2^/^  times 
the  Exploratory.  We  now  take  the  factor 
.232  times  the  weighted  average  of  Ex¬ 
ploratory  and  Developmental  Successful 
WeU  costs  (4.07+2.36 X  11.03) /3.36  to 
obtain; 

Unit  Other  Production 
Facility  Cost 
2.124/Mcf 

Lastly,  upon  reconsideration  we  have 
decided  that  the  preproduction  invest¬ 
ment  period  of  three  years  used  in 
Opinion  699-H  is  appropriate. 

Summary  op  Clarification 

In  our  original  submission  we  pre¬ 
sented  a  discounted  cash  flow  (DCF) 
analysis  of  the  national  cost  of  finding 
and  producing  gas  for  1976.  In  that  type 
of  analysis  all  cash  outlays  associated 
with  the  process  of  finding  and  produc¬ 
ing  gas  are  allocated  to  the  year  in  which 
they  were  actually  incurred  and  the 
present  value  of  these  outlays  is  com¬ 
puted  using  the  specified  rate  of  return 
as  the  discount  rate.  Then,  an  initial 
price  and  annual  escalation,  less  royalty, 
are  chosen  so  that  the  present  value  of 
each  year’s  revenues — ^the  Initial  price 
and  escalation  revenues  after  royalties 
for  gas  and  the  liquid  credit  revenues 
from  the  year’s  production — equals  the 
present  value  of  the  cash  outlays. 

The  attached  Cost  Component  Siun- 
mary,  which  replaces  that  in  our  original 
submission,  shows  exploratory  expendi¬ 
tures  distributed  over  a  three-year  pre- 
production  period  and  develoixnent  costs 
allocated  to  each  production  year  in 
proportion  to  the  following  years  incre- 
mmt  in  the  ultimate  reserve  recovery 
estimate;  i.e.,  a  one  year  lag  between  de¬ 
velopment  costs  and  developmental  re¬ 
serve  additions.  Conceptually,  then, 
there  is  no  difference  in  the  treatment 
of  the  exploratory  and  development 
components  of  cost.  The  only  difference 
between  them  is  in  the  timing  of  their 
incurr«ace.  (See  pages  6-7  of  original 
submission.)  The  Cost  Component 
Summary  also  ^^ows  that  other  cash 
outlays  (as  well  as  the  liquid  credit)  are 
distributed  on  a  unit  of  production  basis 
and  that  the  cash  revenues  (initial  price 
and  escalation  less  royalty)  are  distrib¬ 
uted  on  the  same  basis. 

This  method  of  allocating  costs  over 
time  requires  distinguishing  between  ex¬ 
ploratory  and  devei<^[>mental  activity  in 
calculating  productivity,  successful  well 
costs  and  dry  hole  costs.  Using  average 
productivity  over  1979-1974  we  obtain  an 
exploratory  productivity  of  801.7  Mcf/ 


foot  and  a  developmental  productivity  of 
295.5  Mcf/foot.  These  correspond  to  a 
productivity  of  333  Mcf/foot  cedculated 
in  the  traditlcmal  fashion  that  Ignores 
the  distinction  between  the  two  types  of 
activity.  Exploratory  dry  hole  costs  and 
developmental  successful  well  costs  that 
are  very  high,  compared  to  those  ob¬ 
tained  by  the  usual  method,  result.  On 
the  other  hand,  exploratory  successful 
well  costs  and  dev^opmental  dry  hole 
costs  are  moderately  lower. 

We  also  distinguish  between  the 
proved  reserves  that  result  from  explora¬ 
tory  (preproduction)  drilling  and  those 
from  developmental  drilling.  This  means 
that  costs  and  revenues  cannot  be  pre¬ 
sented  on  the  same  basis  as  in  the  tradi¬ 
tional  method  where  finds  are  considered 
only  in  the  aggregate.  We  have  chosen 
to  present  our  costs  and  revenues  on  the 
basis  of  finds  of  oiie  Mcf  from  explora¬ 
tory  activity  and  2.36  Mcf  from  develop¬ 
mental  drilling.  Therefore,  we  obtain, 
because  of  the  choice  of  basis,  a  larger 
total  Investment  and  larger  total  return 
on  investment  than  is  displayed  in  the 
usual  method  in  which  finds  and  produc¬ 
tion  equal  one  Mcf.  What  is  Important, 
and  does  not  depend  on  the  basis,  is  that 
we  obtain  a  larger  investment  return  per 
dollar  of  investment  than  BNG  does. 

Our  clarification  also  includes  an  ex¬ 
plicit  quantification  of  the  effect  on  the 
price  that  results  from  each  of  the  ma¬ 
jor  differences — the  correct  allocation  of 
cost  outlays  over  time  and  the  change  in 
some  major  elements  of  unit  costs  that 
result  from  the  exploratory-development- 
tal  distinction — between  our  method  and 
the  traditional  one.  In  adopting  a  DCF 
cost  analysis  in  Opinion  699-H  the  Com¬ 
mission  accorded  partial  recognition  to 
these  differenees  in  the  foxn  of  a  correct 
calculation  of  present  values  so  that  the 
time  value  cd  money  would  not  be  under¬ 
estimated.  We  BOW  urge  the  completion 
of  these  reforms  by  the  correct  alloca¬ 
tion  of  all  investment  over  time. 

We  also  clarify  our  adoption  of  con¬ 
ventional,  and  we  believe  correct,-  ac¬ 
counting  and  eeonomic  principles  in 
treating  overhead  costs  and  time  lags 
between  the  incurrence  of  costs  and  pro¬ 
duction.  First,  that  joint  overhead  costs 
be  allocated  to  oil  and  gas  in  proportion 
to  their  rriative  value.  Second,  that,  e.g., 
a  cost  incurred  in  1973  that  contributes 
to  1975  findings  should  be  estimated  from 
1973,  not  1975,  cost  data. 

lAStly,  we  present  some  intermediate 
calculations  and  some  explanations  and 
annotations  that  cover  all  the  omissions 
we  know  about  that  may  have  inhibited 
the  replication  of  our  results. 

Introduction 

In  our  original  presentation  we  under¬ 
took  the  painful  task  of  removing  a 
number  of  the  more  obvious  simplifica¬ 
tions  we  discovered  to  be  inherent  in  the 
traditional  methodology  for  new  gas 
costing.  We  presented — albeit  in  a  form 
too  cryptic — the  results  of  our  endeavors 
and  estimates  of  the  consequences  of  the 
traditional  simplifying  distortions.  In 
the  present  effort  we  assume  the  cost  of 
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the  requested  clarification  of  our  analysis  Schedule  A  (att 
with  the  hope,  and  expectation,  that  thuoughly  annotat 
commensurate  benefits  Sow  to  our  computation  of  anni 
readers.  tor  the  revised  case 

Our  pursuit  of  greater  clarity  opens  tion  costs  of  11.38^ 
with  a  discussion  of  our  major  departure  comparability  as  po£ 
from  the  traditional  simplifications;  tional  costing  can 
namely,  oiu*  separation  of  exploratory  units  of  total  find! 
and  developmental  investment,  and  our  are  determined  by  s 
estimation  of  their  separate  costs  and  the  ery  from  the  explon 
proved  reserves  that  accrue  for  each  type  Mcf .  An  additional 
of  activity.  This  is  the  appropriate  con-  reserves  result  from 
text  for  presenting  our  results  in  a  for-  a  typical  explorato 
mat  that  clarifies  our  treatment  of  in-  the  original  submis 
vestment  and  total  return  on  investment.  3.36  Mcf  that  can  ’ 

Next,  in  order  to  give  the  fullest  possible  the  smallest  estimal 
response  to  the  AGD  request,  we  essay  a  suiting  from  devel 
further  explanation  of  our  treatment  of  the  one  leading  to 
e^loratory  and  developmental  produc-  that  we  have  been 
tivity.  Following  that;  an  attempt  at  Schedule  B  (atti 
clarifying  our  calculation  of  some  of  the  the  same  case,  a  co; 
individual  cost  components  is  made,  ntial  net  operating 

Then  our  position  on  income  taxes  is  _ 

cla^^  Fin^  annotations  that  may  the  traditional  metho 
be  further  &ids  to  understsuding  of  the  vestment  occurring  ai 
tables  in  our  original  submission  are  pro-  m  a  correct  caicuiatic 
Vided.  Hence  the  above  she 

_  _  _  tional  DCP  method’s 

The  Inclusion  OF  Developmental  noted  m  c 

Investment  the  author  of  the  p 

One  manifestation  of  our  investigation  Footnote  2,  pi^e  6  c 
of  the  traditional  gas  costing  is  our  anal-  for’^totef  produciw^ 
ysis  of  the  consequences  of  abandoning  S  t^2  jenow^at  4 
the  simplifying  assumption  that  the  had  provided  an  estii 
process,  and  the  associated  investment,  tipie  m  i97i,  see  p 
of  new  gas  discovery  ends  when  explora-  submission.  No  ratio: 
tion  ends.  We  all  know  that  developmen-  a  recent  decline  in 
tal  investment  proceeds  beyond  this  point  mental  drilling  rela 
and  typically  results  in  a  substantial  in-  ^ 

crease  in  proved  reserves  beyond  those  '^rteHoeT'^r  b 
known  when  exploration  ends.  Our  first  question  of  a  relatlv 
task  is  to  clarify  our  analysis  of  this  fact  where,  we  have  re 
of  life  and  the  cost  of  ignoring  it.  choosing  the  alten 

We  believe  this  clarification  is  best  car-  higher  price. 

ried  out  by  relying  in  part  on  the  read-  Table  1. _ Tola 

er's  knowledge  of  the  traditional  DCF 
costing  method.  In  that  method,  as  well 
as  in  the  BNG  comments,  £dl  investment 
is  assigned  to  the  pre-production  period. 

Productivity  is  a  sort  of  average  of  ex¬ 
ploratory  and  developmental  productivi-  - ^ - 

ties;  consequently,  successful  weU  and  -obc  initial  price  cents  per  i.ooow. 
dry  hole  costs  are  kinds  of  averages  of  Total  revenues:  i 
the  corresponding  exploratory  and  de-  IvSm  ' 

velopmental  costs.  The  effects  of  ignoring  From  liquid  credit'(8.45)‘(^V3i6)' 

investment  after  the  initial  discovery  and 

of  the  use  of  these  averages  are  complex.  . 

do  not  all  work  in  the  same  direction  Tottfco^:  «  investment 
and  interact  with  each  other.  In  what  mvSop^mui.'"”; 

,  follows  we  avoid  circumlocutions  by  say-  snhtnr 

ing,  e.g.,  “the  traditional  method  ignores 

development  investment”  to  allude  to  this  Royalty.... . 

complex  of  characteristics  of  the  tradi-  other  expenses . 

tional  method.'  Total . 


Schedule  A  (attached)  contains  a 
thuoughly  annotated  resume  of  the 
computation  of  annual  total  investments 
f<u:  the  revised  case  with  Lease  Acquisi¬ 
tion  costs  of  11.38^.  So  that  as  much 
comparability  as  possible  with  the  tradi¬ 
tional  costing  can  be  maintained,  the 
units  of  total  findings  and  production 
are  determined  by  supposing  the  discov¬ 
ery  from  the  exploratory  investment  is  1 
Mcf.  An  additional  2.36  Mcf  of  proved 
reserves  result  from  the  development  of 
a  typical  exploratory  find — ^Table  6  of 
the  original  submission — for  a  total  of 
3.36  Mcf  that  can  be  produced.  This  is 
the  smallest  estimate  of  the  reserves  re¬ 
sulting  from  development — and  hence 
the  one  leading  to  the  highest  price — 
that  we  have  been  able  to  find.* 

Schedule  B  (attached)  contains,  for 
the  same  case,  a  computation  of  the  an¬ 
nual  net  operating  revenue;  that  is,  ini- 


the  traditional  method  that  Included  any  In¬ 
vestment  occurring  after  the  initial  discovery 
in  a  correct  calculation  of  investment  return. 
Hence  the  above  short-hand  for  the  tradi¬ 
tional  DCF  method’s  characteristics. 

=‘As  we  ndted  In  our  original  eubmisslon 
the  author  of  the  producer  statement — see 
Footnote  2,  page  6  of  our  original  submis¬ 
sion — that  is  the  source  of  the  figure  of  3.36 
for  total  producible  reserves  as  a  multiple 
of  those  known  at  the  initial  discovery  date, 
had  provided  an  estimate  of  5  for  that  mul¬ 
tiple  in  1971,  see  page  16  of  the  original 
submission.  No  rationale  is  known  to  us  for 
a  recent  decline  in  reserves  from  develop¬ 
mental  drilling  relative  to  those  from  ex¬ 
ploratory  drilling.  The  fact  that  reserves 
from  both  sources  may  have  declined  ab¬ 
solutely  does  not  bear,  of  course,  on  the 
question  of  a  relative  decline.  Here,  as  else¬ 
where,  we  have  resolved  the  dispute  by 
choosing  the  alternative  that  yields  the 
higher  price. 


tial  price,  -{-escalation,  —royalty,  -f  liquid 
credit,  -.production  operating  expense, 
—interest  on  working  capital,  —regula¬ 
tory  expense,  in  cents/Mcf  multiplied  by 
the  annual  production  figures.  Return  of 
the  investment,  plus  a  true  15%  rate  of 
return,  simply  means  that  the  present 
value  at  15%  of  the  annual  investments 
equals  the  present  value  at  15%  of  the 
annual  net  operating  revenues.  Sched¬ 
ules  A  and  B  also  contain  the  results 
of  the  present  value  computations.  The 
wary  reader  should  verify  our  calcula¬ 
tions  and  thus  find  that  the  equality 
holds  in  this  case.  A  persistent  analyst, 
who  does  not  rest  until  all  results  are 
replicated,  will  find  it  holds  for  all  the 
other  cases  as  well. 

This  rearrangement  of  the  materials 
in  our  original  submission,  when  carried 
out  for  the  other  cases  as  well,  provides 
the  Ingredients  for  the  recapitulation  in 
Table  1  of  revenues  and  co^.  Schedule 
C  (attached)  contains  a  recapitulation  in 
full  detail  and  is,  in  consequence,  volumi¬ 
nous  beyond  redemption. 

Return  on  Investment 

Our  Table  1,  in  conjunction  with 
Schedule  No.  A  of  the  Bureau  of  Natural 
Gas  (BNG)  submission,  provides  the  fol¬ 
lowing  comparison  of  the  return  on  in¬ 
vestment  in  the  two  submissions. 

Ratio  of  return  of  investment  to  invest¬ 
ment  1976  cases 


OEC» . 1.69 . 1.99 . l.M 

BNa« . 1.60 . 1.90 


*  These  Agues  are,  from  left  to  right,  the  ratio  of  retnra 
on  Investment  to  investment  in  each  column,  from  left 
to  r^ht,  in  'I^ble  1. 

>  These  Agures  are  the  ratio  of  retam  on  iavestmenL 
line  17,  to  total  Investment,  line  9,  in  Columns  (d)  and 
(f),  of  Schedule  No.  A  of  BNQ’s  submission. 


Table  1. — Total  revenue  and  total  cost  components — 1970-74  average  productivity 

Lease  acquisition  costs  (in  cents) 


Onshore  and  offshore  (rate  of  take) 


Onshore  only  (rate  of  take) 


Exploratory . 

Developmental. 


Subtotal . 

Return  on  investment. 

Royalty... . 

Other  expenses . 


1  We  are  aware  that  early  in  the  evolution 
of  the  traditional  method,  when  the  time 
value  of  money  was  first  underestimated  by 
calculating  present  values  incorrectly,  the  3 
year  span  of  pre-productfam  investment  eras 
argued  somehow  to  include  an  allowance  for 
developmental  investment.  In  recent  timea, 
however;  that  argument  has  been  abandoned 
and  the  investment  has  been  Interpreted  to 
be  of  tite  preproduction  variety.  In  any 
evrat,  we  have  never  seen  an  ai^lication  of 


>  ^tal  reveimes”  refers  to  the  gross  revenues  from  the  prodoetloa  sod  ssie  of  the  entire  S  J6  M  (ti. 

***  Total  costs”  refers  to  the  entire  exploratory  investment  cost  for  1  M  ft*,  the  entire  developmental  oast  for  2J| 
M  ft*  and  the  entire  production-dependent  costs  to  the  S  M  ft*  produced. 

OEC  aod  BNO  use  the  same  annual  No.  698-H  the  Commission  adopted,  at 
rote  of  return,  15%,  but  $1  of  investment  least  in  part,  these  recommendations 
earns  more  total  return  in  our  recom~  which  increase  the  price.  In  our  original 
mended  costing  than  tt  does  in  BNG‘s.  submissiem  we  implicitly  urged,  with  our 
We  urged  that  the  so-called  DCF  new  methodology,  that  this  improvement 
method  be  used  so  that  the  time  value  of  be  completed  by  adopting  a  correct  tim- 
money  not  be  underestimated.  In  Opinion  ing  for  oR  investment. 
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The  Main  Sources  of  Difference  and 
Their  Consequences 

We  can  future  Illustrate  the  differences 
between  our  method  and  the  traditional 
method.  We  introduce  into  our  method, 
in  successive  stages,  the  two  main  simpli¬ 
fications  that  differentiate  it  from  tiie 
latter  method.  In  this  way  we  can  observe 
the  effects,  in  distortion  of  the  resulting 
price,  as  these  simpliflctaions  transform 
our  method  to  the  traditional  method. 

First,  we  simplify  by  assuming  that 
there  is  no  developmental  (i.e.,  post-ini¬ 
tial  discovery)  investment,  and  no  re¬ 
serves  that  accrue  from  it.  No  other 
change  is  made.  The  resulting  price,  com¬ 
pared  with  our  price  for  the  case  where 
we  obtain  56.45^,  is  as  follows: 

OEC  price  56.43^,  price  with  no  de¬ 
velopment,*  81.54^.  The  assumption  that 
there  is  no  development  after  the  initial 
discovery  has  a  very  significant  effect. 
Indeed,  it  increases  the  price  by  44%  in 
this  case. 


Next  we  Introduce,  In  addition,  pro¬ 
ductivity,  Successful  W^  costs.  Dry  Hide 
costs  and  Otiier  Production  Facilities 
Costs  calculated  in  the  tra<Htional  way;  * 
i.e.,  without  regard  to  the  distinction 
between  exploratory  and  developmental 
activity.  They  are: 

*  This  price  is  calculated  by  assuming  that 
development  investment  is  zero,  the  3.86 
Mcf  of  reserves  from  development  are  not 
available  and  the  relative  production  pat¬ 
tern  is  unchanged;  i.e.,  each  annual  produc¬ 
tion  for  the  3.36  Mcf  case  Is  divided  by 
3.36.  Further,  the  change  from  3.36  Mcf 
sold  to  1.  Mcf  sold  requires  that  the  Lease 
Acquisition,  Other  Exploratory  and  Explora¬ 
tory  Overhead  costs  be  divided  by  3.36.  The 
two  prices  are  calculated  on  identical  as¬ 
sumptions  in  every  other  respect  which 
means,  among  other  things,  that  the  price 
without  development  is  predicated  on  our 
estimates  of  exploratory  productivity  which 
range  from  733.4  Mcf/foot  to  801.7  Mcf/foot. 

*  These  are  the  only  costs  that  depend 
upon  productivity  in  out  method. 


total  costs  equal  total  revenue.*  In  com¬ 
parison  witii  the  traditional  method  that 
Ignores  development  we  have  larger  rev¬ 
enues,  larger  Investment  and  a  larger 
return  on  Investment.  Return  on  total 
Investmrat,  as  a  proportion  of  total 
Investment,  Is  larger  than  in  the 
traditional  method  even  though  the 
development  investment  is  made  la¬ 
ter,  and  like  exploratory  investment  is 
fully  recouped  by  the  end  of  the  produc¬ 
tion  period.  Development  Investment 
earns  15%,  therefore,  over  a  shorter 
period  of  time  than  does  exploratory  in¬ 
vestment  and  thus  a  smaller  total  return 
per  dollar. 

Productivity  Measurement 

We  have  distinguished  between  explor¬ 
atory  and  development  drilling  which 
may  have  different  productivities.  There¬ 
fore,  we  need  a  quantitative  understand¬ 
ing  of  productivity  differences.  We  have  a 
clear-cut  distinction  in  the  data  between 
exploratory  drilling  and  developmental 
drilling.  The  essential  opening  that  is 


Productivity  >  Successful  well  costs  •  Dry  hole  costs  •  Other  iKoducUon 

faciliUes  >* 


OEC....... .  333  Mcf/foot... . 9.79  cents  per  Mcf . 4.16  cents  per  Mcf . 2.27  cents  per  Mcf. 

BNQn _ _ _  Ix)wof375. . . . High  of  8.70 cents _ High  of  4.79  cents . High  of  2.0!  cents. 


>  First  calculate  the  sum  over  1970-74  of  Column  1, 7/able  2,  Sheet  1  plus  the  sum  over  1970-1975  of  Col.  (6)  of  Table 
S.  Call  this  A.  Next  calculate  the  sum  over  1970-1974  of  the  High  (Low)  column  of  Column  5  of  Table  2,  Sheet  2 
plus  the  sum  over  1970-1974  of  the  High  (Low)  column  of  Column  (1),  Table  8.  Call  this  B.  Then  divide  A  by  B  and 
multiply  by  1000  to  get  ix'oduotivtty  in  Mef/fbot.  All  references  are  to  the  original  submission. 

*  SucceMml  Well  cost  trended  to  1976,  of  W.61/foot,  Col.  (1)  Table  4,  Sheet  1  divided  by  i^oductivity  of  333  Met/ 
foot.  All  references  are  to  the  original  submission. 

•  Dry  Hole  Factor“.7=  (1978  entry  Column  1,  Table  6,  Sheet  1  plus  1978  entry  Column  1,  Table  6,  Sheet  2)  divided 
by  (the  sum  of  the  1978  entries  from  Columns  2  and  8,  T^ble  5,  Sheet  1  and  &oee  from  Columns  2  and  8,  Table  6, 
Sneet  2).  Dry  Hole  Cost~Dry  Hole  Factor  (.7)  times  Dry  Hole  Coet/foot  trended  to  1976  ($19.78),  Table  6,  divided  by 
productivity  of  833  Mcf/foot. 

M  Other  Production  Facilities  co6t°*.282,  page  18  miglnal  submission,  times  successful  well  cost  9.79  cents  lier  Mcf. 

n  All  figures  from  Schedule  No.  A  of  BN  O’s  submission. 

The  effect  of  our  generous  resolution  discussion  of  the  case  presented  In 


of  doubtful  issues  can  be  seen  in  our 
lower  productivity  and  higher  unit  costs, 
except  for  dry  hole  costs  which  are 
slightly  lower  because  we  used  the  1973 
dry  hole  factor. 

The  price  calculated  with  both  these 
simplifying  assumptions,  ctxnpared  with 
our  price  is:  OEC  price  56.454,  price 
using  traditional  method*  '70.214. 

We  see  that  the  effect  of  averaging  ex¬ 
ploratory  and  developmental  produc¬ 
tivities,  as  well  as  averaging  exploratory 
and  developmental  costs,  is  a  partial  off¬ 
set  of  the  bias  in  the  price  Introduced 
by  Ignoring  developmental  investment 
and  reserve  additions.  Because  the  price 
calculated  above  using  our  method  and 
that  using  the  traditional  method  are 
both  based  on  our  data  and  estimates 
they  can  properly  be  compared.  Dividing 
the  higher  price  by  the  lower  we  find 
that,  quite  apart  from  any  differences 


Schedules  A  and  B,  represented  in  the 
second  column  of  Table  1,  the  initial 
price  of  68.774  times  3.36  Mcf  (one  Mcf 
of  proved  reserves  at  the  end  of  the  ex¬ 
ploratory  period  and  2.36  additional  Mcf 
proved  during  development)  gives 
231.0674  as  one  revenue  component.  The 
14  annual  esesdation  from  this  initial 
price  multiplied  by  the  production 
(Schedule  B)  in  the  appropriate  years 
and  summed  over  all  years  gives  the  es¬ 
calation  contribution  to  revalues.  Fi¬ 
nally,  the  net  liquid  credit  of  8.454/Mcf 
multiplied  by  the  3.36  Mcf  of  production 
gives  the  liquid  credit  revalue  contribu¬ 
tion.  Among  the  costs,  the  total  explora¬ 
tory  Investment  of  42.854 — ior  the  one 
Mcf  of  Initial  discovery — ^is  from  the  Ckist 
Component  Summary,  ^eet  1.  Dev61op- 


required  then  is  one  that  allows  is  to 
associate  exploratory  findings  with  ex¬ 
ploratory  drilling  and  developmental 
findings  with  developmental  drilling.  Un- 
fortimately,  there  are  two  openings.  The 
ambiguity  arises  because  the  findings 
from  exploratory,  other  than  new  field 
wildcat,  drilling  are  allocated  in  a  fashion 
not  revealed  in  the  data  between  ex¬ 
ploratory  findings  and  developmental 
findings.  The  findings  data  used  are  the 
Ultimate  Recovery  Estimates  of  reserves 
whose  meaning  and  interpretation  as  ex¬ 
pounded  in  the  source  documoits  we 
adopt.*  We  use  both  openings.  Assuming 
the  smallest  portion  of  ocploratory, 
other  than  new  field  wildcat,  drUUng  con- 
slstoit  with  the  data  is  devoted  to  the 
exploratory  finds  we  obtain  a  high  esti¬ 
mate  for  exploratory  productivity — and  a 
low  estimate  for  developmental  produc¬ 
tivity.  Assuming  the  largest  portion  of 
expkxratory,  other  than  new  field  wild¬ 
cat,  drilling  consistent  with  the  &ta  is 
devoted  to  the  exploratory  finds  we  ob¬ 
tain  a  low  estimate  for  exploratory  pro¬ 
ductivity — and  a  high  estimate  for  de- 
vdopmental  productivity.  This  e^lana- 
tion  clarifies,  we  trust,  the  nature  of  the 
compromise  required  by  the  data  and 
how  we  faced  it. 

There  remains  the  problem  of  how  to 
choose  a  productivity  figure  to  use,  given 
the  annual  exploratory  productivity  fig- 

•Thls  Is  guaranteed  by  the  fact  that  the 
present  value  of  the  annual  Investments 


we  have  introduced  in  estimating  indi¬ 
vidual  cost  components,  in  this  case  the 
simplifvino  distorUoru  that  characterize 
the  traditianal  method  increase  the  price 
bv  24%. 

More  Detailed  Clarification 

The  entries  in  Table  1  provide  further 
Insight  into  our  method.  Continuing  the 


mental  Investment  cost  is  the  15.864/Mcf 
(Cost  Component  Summary,  Sheet  1) 
multiplied  by  the  2.36  Mcf  of  proved  re¬ 
serves  developed  as  a  result  of  this  in¬ 
vestment.  Royalty  is  16%  of  the  revenue 
from  the  Initial  price  and  escalation. 
Other  e^nses  represent  (production 
operating  expense  +  return  on  working 


equals  me  present  value  of  the  annual  net 
operating  revenue.  It  oan  be  vwlfled  by  la- 
borlouidy  calculating  the  return  of  Invest- 
meirt  a^  retiirn  on  investment  year-by- 
year. 

*  The  problem,  as  explained  in  our  original 
BubmlBsion,  Is  that  exploratory,  other  than 
new  field  wildcat,  drilling  Is  regarded  as  re¬ 
sulting  In  the  entirety  new  resovoir  dis¬ 
covery  reserve  additione  and  part  of  exten¬ 
sion  reserve  additions  whUe  new  reservoir 


capital  +  regulatory  expense)  in  cents  discovery  reserve  additions  are  regarded  as 


•These  prices  are  computed  as  described 
In  Footikote  5  except  that  the  successful  weU 
costs,  dry  hole  costs  and  other  production 
facility  costs  are  altered  to  the  figures  above. 


per  Mcf  (4.S14/Mcf)  multiplied  by  the 
3.36  Mcf  of  production.  Finally,  return 
on  investment  is  the  amoimt  that  makes 


partly  attributable  to  the  year  of  discovery 
and  partly  to  prior  years.  Ttie  flgive  on  page 
6  of  the  original  submission  may  be  he^iful 
here. 
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ures  in  Table  2,  Sheet  1  of  the  original 
submission.  We  sought  a  period  to  aver¬ 
age  over  that  suitably  balanced  the  con¬ 
flicting  objectives  of:  (1)  Being  l(mg 
enough  for  averaging  to  be  advantageous, 
(2)  being  short  enough  not  to  be  unduly 
Influenced  by  the  decline  from  the  levels 
of  the  1960’s,  and  (3)  being  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  recent  composition  of  offshore 
and  onshore  productivity  in  the  total. 
Our  reasoning  was  as  follows.  When  we 
examine  total,  onshore  and  offshore  ex¬ 
ploratory  productivity  (Sheets  1,  2  and 
3  of  Table  2)  we  And  that  over  the  period 
1972-1974  total  and  onshore  annual  pro¬ 
ductivities  decline  while  offshore  pro¬ 
ductivity  increases  and,  in  fact,  increases 
faster  than  the  other  two  decline.  This 
suggests  that,  in  addition  to  being  short, 
this  period  contains  some  anomalies  that 
make  it  an  imsuitable  candidate  for  aver¬ 
aging.  In  1971  the  annual  productivity 
offshore  was  markedly  higher  than  that 
for  the  surroimding  years  while  the  op¬ 
posite  was  true  for  onshore  productivl^. 
We  judged,  therefore,  that  1971  was  a 
sufficiently  atypical  year  that  averaging 
over  the  years  1971-1974  was  xmsatisfac- 
tory.  Because  using  years  prior  to  1969 
Introduces  annual  productivities  signifl- 
cantly  higher  than  the  more  recent  ones 
in  all  three  sets  of  annual  productivity 
flgures,  the  choice  was  narrowed  to  an 
average  productivity  over  1969-1974  or 
1970-1974.  We  chose  the  1970-1974  period 
because  it  yields  the  lower  productivity. 
Developmental  productivity  was  calcu¬ 
lated  from  the  yearly  increment  in  ulti¬ 
mate  recovery,  excluding  revisions,  minus 
the  ultimate  recovery  imputed  to  ex¬ 
ploratory  drilling  and  all  the  successful 
drilling  not  devoted  to  the  exploratory 
flndlngs. 

Cost  Components 


submission  make  It  possible,  we  believe, 
for  our  csdculations  to  be  easily  repli¬ 
cated. 

Income  Taxes 

Like  others,  we  have  probed  the  sur¬ 
face  of  the  Income  tax  issue,  such  as  the 
expensing  of  Intangibles  and  other  con¬ 
siderations  bearing  on  the  effective  tax 
rate,  with  a  number  of  h3rpothetical  cal¬ 
culations.  Indeed,  it  is  rather  easy  to 
devise  hypothetical  situatimis  that  result 
in  effective  tax  rates  ranging  from  about 


—15%  to  +48%.  In  each  hypothetical 
case  we  asked,  therefore:  “How  could  a 
producer  be  in  this  tax  situation?*’  and 
“What  proportion  of  producers  are  in  this 
tax  situation?”  The  answers  were:  “We 
don’t  know”.  We  decided  not  to  present 
such  impoverished  hypotheses  as  though 
they  were  (xmtributicms  to  knowledge. 

Wade  P.  Sewell, 

Chief,  Division  of 
Econometric  Analysis. 


Cost  component  summary 


Costs 


,  DiilUng  costs 

Year  incurred  Reference  table  trended  to  .l«76— 
1970-74  average 
productivity 


Eiploratory; 

Other  («/3.36  Mft ») .  -3 . 14 . 

Overhead  (f/3.36  Mft  •) .  —3 . 18 . 

Lease  acquisition  (^/3.36  M  lt>) . —2 . 14  and  15.. 

Dry  holes  (cents  per  1,000  ft  •) .  — 1 . 5 . 

Successful  Well  (cents  per  1,000  ft  •) .  — 1 . 4 . 

, Other  production  facilities  (cents  per  1,000  ft  •) . — 1 . 2  and  text. 


8.45 

3.56 

5.84  (11.38) 
13.27 
4.07 
2.12 


Total . .  37.81  (42.85) 

Developmental; 

Successful  well  (cents  per  1,000  ft.*) . As  reserves  are  added.  4 . . .  it  03 

Dry  hole  (cents  per  1,000  ft.*) . ...do . 5 . .  2.71 

Other  production  facilities  (cents  per  1,000  ft.  *) . do . . 8  and  text . .  2. 12 


Total 


15.86 


Production  operating  expense . . . . . .  Text. 

Regulatory  expense . . . . 

Liquid  credit . . . .  12... 

Return  on  working  capitad . . . . . 9 - 


3.10 

.2 

(8.45) 

tOl 


Cost  Component  Sumiust 

NET  CASH  FLOW  FROM  PBODXTCTION 
(CENTS  PER  1,000  FT  *) 


High 

Price  less  royalty - - -  0.84 

Production  operating  expense _ —3. 10 

Interest  on  working  capital _ —1.01 

Net  liquid  credit _  -1-8.45 

Regulatory  expense _  —.2 


Table  15. — Gas  lease  acquisition  costs  (onshore) 


Gas  lease 

Successful 

Oae  lease 

Lease  acquisition 

Ultimate  recovery— 1970-74 

Gas 

acquisition 

gas  well 

acquisition 

cost — onshore 

Oil  Gas 

allocation 

cost— onshore 

cost— onshore 

cost— onshore 

(1968-71) 

factor 

(1970-73) 

(1970-78) 

(cents  per 

(millions) 

(1,000  bbl)  (Bcf) 

(millions 

(millions 

8.36  Mcf) 

of  doliars) 

of  dollars) 

(1) 

(2)  (3) 

(4) 

(6) 

(6) 

(7) 

1574. . 

368,664  4684 

03745 

589 

2,274 

5.84 

(1) sSumofcol.  (1),  table  7,  sheet  1,  for  1968-71  minus  the  sum  of  col.  (1),  table  7,  sheet  2,  for  1968-71. 

(2)  =>  Sum  of  col.  (2)  table  7,  sheet  1, for  1970-74  minus  the  sum  Of  col.  (2), table7,sheet  2,  for  1970-74. 

(3)  = Sum  of  ool.  (3)  table  7,  sheet  1,  tor  lWO-74  minus  ^  sum  of  col.  (3),  table  7,  sheet  2,  for  1970-74. 

(4)  ^Calculated  from  Cols.  (2)  and  (3)  as  in  col.  (4),  table  7,  sheet  1. 

(5) -(l)X(4). 

(6) ^  Sum  of  (2),  table  13,  for  1970-73  times  the  sum  of  onshore  exploratory  footage  (1970-73),  col.'  5,  table  2,  sheet  2, 

divided  by  the  sum  of  exploratory  footage  (1970-'7S),  col.  5,  table  2,  sheet  1. 

(7) =(5)+(6)  X  average  of  col.  (5),  table  14. 


Successful  well  costs  and  dry  hole  costs 
are  calculated  In  the  traditional  manner; 
that  is  to  say,  after  exploratory  and  de¬ 
velopmental  productivities  have  been  cal¬ 
culated  separately  these  costs  for  each 
drilling  category  are  found  in  the  usual 
way,  based  upon  the  productivity  for  the 
category.  An  aesthetic  and  practical 
beneflt  of  our  disjoining  of  exploratory 
and  developmental  drilling  can  now  be 
observed.  The  pattern  of  relative  costs 
implied  by: 


Exploratory 

Develop- 

mental 

Buooessfnl  well  cost _ 

4.07 

11.03 

Dry  hole  cost . . 

13.27 

2.71 

accords  with  our  knowledge  of  reality. 
On  the  other  hand,  when  the  two  tsrpes 
of  drilling  are  combined,  successful  well 
costs  and  dry  hole  costs  are  aggregates 
of  changing  composition  that  defy  inter¬ 
pretation. 

Lease  Acquisition  costs.  Other  Explora¬ 
tory  costs  and  Exploratory  Overhead 


Investment  Schedule  Notes 

Lines  5  through  21  of  Col.  (b)  are  from 
the  last  column  of  Table  6. 

line  1 — CoL  (c)  Exploratory  Other 
(8.45)+Exploratory  Overhead  (3.56) 
from  Cost  Summary-Sheet  1. 

Line  1 — CoL  (d)  Line  1,  Col.  (c)  times 
Line  (4), Col.  (b). 

Line  2 — Col.  (c)  Lease  Acquisition 
Costs  (11.38)  from  Cost  Summary-Sheet 
1. 


Line  3 — Col.  (d)  Line  3,  Col.  (c)  times 
Line  4,  Col.  (b). 

Tine  — Col.  (e)  Developmental  Suc¬ 
cessful  Wen  Costs  (11.03>+Devel(«)men- 
tal  Dry  Hole  Costs  (2.71)  +Devdopmen- 
tal  Other  Production  Facilities  (2.12) . 

Line  4 — Col.  (f )  Line  (4) ,  Col.  (e)  times 
Line  5,  Col.  (b) .  That  Is,  developmental 
investment  results  in  proved  reserve  in¬ 
creases  lagging  the  Investment  by  one 


costs  are  estimated  with  the  respective 
lags  of  2,  3,  and  3  years  imputed  to  them 
when  the  corresponding  investments  are 
allocated  to  the  pre-discovery  period. 
Tables  13  through  16  (attached)  and  the 
set  of  notes  to  the  tables  in  the  original 


Line  2 — Col.  (d)  Line  2,  Col.  (c)  times 
line  (4), Col.  (b). 

Line  3 — C<^.  (c)  Exploratory  Dry  Hole 
Cost  (13.27) — Cost  Siunmary-Sheet  1.+ 
Successful  well  costs  (4.07)  -f  Other  Pro¬ 
duction  Facilities  (2.12)  from  Cost  Sum¬ 
mary-Sheet  1. 


year. 

Line  5  through  21 — Col.  (f)  Computed 
by  the  same  principle  as  line  5,  C(d.  (f ) ; 
that  is.  Line  1  of  Col.  (f)  equals  Line  i 
of  Col.  (e)  multiplied  by  line  (i+1)  of 
Col.  (b) . 
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ScHEDXTu  B. — Ntl  Optraiii^  Revenut  Schedule;  1970-1974  average  productivity  onthore 
and  offehore  lease  aequieition  costs  variable  rate  of  take  1  cent  annual  esctdation 


Line 

No. 

Year 

(i) 

Price 
Induding 
escalation 
(cents  per 
1,000  It*) 

(b) 

Boyalty 
(cents  per 

1,000  w 

(0 

Other  wvfr- 
noesand 
Sspensee 
(‘tents  per 
1.000  ft*) 

(d) 

Net  operat¬ 
ing  revenue 
(cents  per 
1,000  ft*) 

(e) 

Production 

a.000flF) 

(0 

Annual  net 
operating 
tevanne 
(cents) 

(g) 

1 

-3 . . . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

—2 . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

—  1 . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 . 

*  68.77 

11.00 

4.14 

01.91 

.073 

451 

69.77 

11. 1C 

4.14 

62.75 

.121 

■  7.59 

7a77 

11.32 

4.14 

63.59 

.146 

9.28 

71.77 

11.48 

4. 14 

64.43 

.164 

ia67 

72.77 

11.64 

4. 14 

65. -27 

.224 

14.62 

9 

5.  . . . . ... _ _ 

73.77 

11.80 

4. 14 

66.11 

.-224 

14.81 

74.77 

11. 9e 

4.14 

1)6.  ’.15 

.'224 

15.00 

75.77 

12.12 

4.14 

67.79 

.'224 

15.18 

76.77 

12.28 

4. 14 

68.  »3 

.224 

15.87 

13 

77.77 

12.44 

4.14 

6't.  47 

.224 

15.56 

14 

10 . 

78.77 

12.60 

414 

70.31 

.'224 

15.75 

15 

11.  . . _• . . . 

79.77 

12.76 

414 

71. 15 

.'224 

15.94 

16 

12 . _ 

80.77 

12. 92 

4. 14 

7L99 

.212 

15.26 

17 

13 . . . 

81.77 

13.08 

4  14 

72.83 

.  198 

14.42 

18 

14 . 

82.77 

13.24 

4  14 

73.67 

.184 

13.56 

19 

83.77 

13.40 

414 

74  51 

.170 

12.67 

20 

16 . . 

84.77 

13.56 

414 

75.35 

.157 

11.83 

21 

17 . . . 

85.77 

13.72 

414 

76.19 

.143 

ia9o 

Total . 

otto  on 

Present  values  at  year. 

—3  at  15  pet . 

. . . 

46.143 

Net  Operating  Revenue  Schedule  Notes 

Lines  4  through  21,  Col.  (b)  list  of  the 
initial  price  of  68.77»f  plus  the  annual 
escalation  of  1^. 

Lines  4  through  21,  Col.  (c)  =.16  times 
Col.  (b) .  See  Cost  Suxiunary,  Sheet  2. 

Lines  4  through  21,  Col.  (<i)=Liquid 
Credit  (8.45)  —Production  Operating  Ex¬ 
pense  (3.10)  —Interest  on  Working  Capi¬ 
tal  (1.01)  —Regulatory  Expense  (.2). 

Lines  4  through  21,  Col.  (e)  =Col.  (b)  — 
Col.  (c)  +Col.  (d) . 

Lines  4  through  21,  Col.  (f)  the  varir 
able  rate  of  take  described  on  page  19  of 


the  original  submission.  Lines  5  through 
8  (years  0  through  3)  =.073  times  the 
Ultimate  Recovery  Factor  (Table  6)  for 
the  corresponding  year. 

Lines  8  through  15  (years  4  through 
11)  =.l  times  the  Ultimate  Recovery  Fac¬ 
tor  (Table  6)  for  year  3. 

Lines  16  through  21  (years  12  through 
17)  —production  declines  in  constant  an¬ 
nual  increments  selected  so  that  total 
production  equals  the  3.36  total  of  Ulti¬ 
mate  Recovery. 

Lines  4  through  21,  Col.  (g)=Col.  (e) 
times  Col.  (f ) . 


Schedule  C. — Total  ret'cnue  and  total  cost  components  1970-11)74  average,  productivity 


I.easp  aoquiation  costs  (in  cents) 


Onshore  and  offshore  Oushwe  only 

(rate  of  take)  (rate  Of  take) 


' 

Constant 

Variable 

Constant 

Variable 

OEC  initial  price  (cents  per  1,000  ft.*) . . 

Total  revenues:' 

.  68.07 

.  211.915 

68.77 

231.067 

56.45 

189.672 

61.56 

206.842 

From  escalation . 

From  liquid  credit . 

.  28.56 

.......  28.392 

29.532 

■28.392 

28.56 

28.892 

29.532 

28.392 

Total-.- . . . 

_  268.867 

288.991 

246.624 

261  766 

Total  Costs:*  Investment: 

Exploratory,  other . 

.  8. 4.5 

.  3.56 

8.4.5’ 

3.56 

8.45 

3.56 

8.45 

3.56 

.  11.38 

11.38 

5.84 

5.84 

Ory  holes . 

.  13.27 

.  4.07 

13.27 

407 

13.27 

4.07 

-  13.27 

4.07 

Other  production  faeiUdes . 

.  2. 12 

2.12 

2.12 

2.12 

Subtotal . 

Developmental: 

.  42.85 

.  26.031 

42.85 

26.031 

37.31 

26.031 

37.31 

26.031 

.  6.896 

6.896 

6.396 

A39e 

Other  production  faHlitiee . 

. .  5.002 

5.002 

5.002 

5.002 

87.429 

37.429 

37.429 

37.429 

.  185.681 

152.535 

122.487 

137.726 

Royalty . . 

_  38. 476 

.  10.416 

41.696 
10. 416 

34917 

ia416 

87.826 

ia416 

. .  .672 

.672 

.672 

.672 

Return  on  working  capital . 

.  3.393 

3.393 

3.393 

8.893 

Total. . . ' .  368.867  288.991  346.63*  364.766 


I  “Total  levenues"  refcnrs  to  the  gross  reeenues  from  the  production  and  sale  of  tlie  entire'3.36  M  ft*. 

>  "Total  costs’’  reftTS  to  the  entire  exploratory  investment  cost  for  1  M  ft»,  the  entire  (levetopmental  cost  for 
2.S6  M  ft*  and  the  entire  jH-oductiwi  dependent-costs  tor  the  3.86  M  ft*  produced. 
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Table  13. — Joint  oisociation  survey  costs 
[MUUons  of  dollars] 


Tabu  16. — Baploratory  overhead  costs 


Year 

Suooeasful  gas 
weUcost 

Lease  acqui¬ 
sition  cost 

Exploratory 

other 

Explontory 

overhead 

Dry  hob 
cost 

Year 

Factor 

Dry  hob 
costs  (cents 
per  8.86 
McO 

Exploratory 

overhead 

coat  (cents 
per  8.86 
Mcf) 

(4) 

(1) 

(2) 

(8) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(1) 

(2) 

(8) 

1967 . 

....  502 

829 

740 

206 

802 

1970 . . 

a  118 

12.03 

2.39 

1968 . 

494 

1,578 

770 

204 

826 

1971 . 

.128 

16.29 

3.19 

1969 . 

606 

1, 137 

782 

210 

888 

1972 . 

.135 

2a  94 

3.99 

1970 . 

618 

714 

728 

189 

873 

1973 . 

.151 

22.55 

4.66 

1971 . 

....  613 

642 

746 

206 

864 

1972 . 

....  802 

1,722 

766 

239 

1,006 

Average  (1970-73)., 

3.56 

1973 . 

....  998 

3,646 

867 

293 

1,070 

Source:  J(rfnt  association  survey. 


Gas  lease 

Gas  other 

Successful 

Lease 

Other 

Gas  allocation 

acquisition 

exploratory 

weU  cost 

acquisition 

exploratory 

factor 

costs  (millions 

costs  (millions 

cents  per  3.36 
lifcf) 

cost  (cents  per 

cost  (cents  per 

of  dollars) 

of  dollars) 

3.M  Mcf) 

8.36  Mcf) 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

1970 . .'. . 

0.3764 

594 

279 

18:30 

17.59 

8.25 

1971..., . 

.3800 

432 

293 

18.15 

12.79 

8.66 

1972 . 

.3825 

273 

299 

23.05 

7.85 

8.60 

1973 . 

.3704 

238 

270 

80.64 

7.30 

8.29 

Average  (1970-73). 

11.38 

8.45 

(2)  From  col.  (4)  of  table  7. 

(3)  =  Col.  (8) ,  table  13  (lagged  2  yr)Xcol.  (2) . 

(4)  -Col.  (4),  table  18  (lagged  8  yr)Xcol.  (2). 

(5)  ^Exploratory  successful  well  cost,  table  4+2.36Xdevelopmcntal  successful  well  cost,  table  4. 

(6) =((8)+(2),  table  13)X(5). 

(7) =((4)+(2),  table  18)X(5). 


Schedule  A. — Investment  schedule;  1970-1974  average  productivity  onshore  and  offshore 

lease  acquisition  costs 


Ultimate' 

Exploratory  Investment 

Developmental  invest- 

Annual 

Line 

reoovMy 

,  ment 

Investment, 

No. 

Year 

increment 

-  col.  (d)  and 

(1,000  ft«) 

cents  per 

Total 

cents  per 

Total 

col.  (f) 

1,000  ft' 

1,000  ft* 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(0 

(g) 

1 

-8 . 

.  0 

12.01 

12.01 

0 

0. 

12.01 

2 

-2 . 

.  0 

11.38 

11.38 

0 

0 

11.38 

3 

-1 . 

.  0 

19.46 

19.46 

0 

0 

19.46 

4 

0 . 

.  1 

0 

0 

15.86 

10.468 

10.468 

5 

>1 . 

_  .66 

0 

0 

15.86 

6.392 

5.392 

6 

2 . 

.  .34 

0 

0 

15.86 

3.806 

3.806 

7 

3 . 

.  .24 

0 

0 

15.86 

2.696 

,  2.696 

8 

4 . 

.  .17 

0 

0 

15.86 

2.096 

'  2.696 

9 

5 . 

.  .17 

0 

0 

15.86 

1.903 

1.903 

10 

6 . 

.  .  12 

0 

0 

15.86 

1.903 

1.903 

11 

7 . 

.  .12 

0 

0 

15.86 

1.209 

1.209 

12 

8 . 

.  .08 

0 

0 

15.86 

1.209 

1.260 

13 

9 . 

......  .08 

0 

0 

15.86 

1.269 

L266 

14 

10 . 

.  .08 

0 

0 

15.86 

.952 

.952 

15 

11 . 

.  .06 

0 

0 

15.86 

.793 

.793 

16 

12 . 

.  .06 

0 

0 

15.86 

.634 

.634 

17 

13 . 

_  .04 

0 

0 

15.86 

.476 

.476 

18 

14 . 

.  .08 

0 

0 

15.86 

.634 

.634 

19 

15 . 

.  .04 

0 

0 

15.86 

.476 

.476 

20 

16 . 

.  .08 

0 

0 

15.86 

.793 

.793 

21 

17 . 

.  .05 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Total . . 

Present  value  at 
year  —8  at  16 
pet . 


42.86  . . . 


S7.-429 


80.279 


48.2547 


>  Productloa  begins. 


(2)  =  (5),  table  lS+((4),  table  13+(6),  table  IS). 

(8)  -  Exploratory  dry  hole  cost,  table  5,  sheet  1+2.36X 
developmental  dry  hole  cost,  table  5,  sheet  2. 
(4)-((3)+(7),tablel4)X(2). 

Notes  on  the  Tables  in  the  Original 

SuBmssiON 

TaWe  2.  Sheets  1, 2  and  3. 

Productivity  figures  are  in  Mef/foot. 

Table  2,  Sheet  1. 

Footnote  (a)  and  (b).  Ultimate  Re¬ 
covery  figures  from  Col.  1. 

New  Field,  New  Reservoir  and  Exten¬ 
sion  figures  from  Table  2,  Sheet  4. 

Pages  12  and  13  of  the  original  submis¬ 
sion  provide  details  of  the  calculation 
and  its  rationale. 

Table  2,  Sheet  2. 

Col.  (D-rSource  same  as  Table  1.  The 
figures  are  the  sum  for  those  areas  with 
no  offshore  activity. 

Table  2,  Sheet  3. 

Col.  (1) — Same  source  as  Table  1.  The 
figures  are  the  sum  for  those  areas  with 
offshore  activity. 

Table  2,  Sheet  4. 

The  figures  are  the  sums  for  those 
areas  with  no  offshore  activity. 

Table  2,  Sheet  5. 

The  figures  are  the  sums  for  those 
areas  with  offshore  activity. 

Table  3. 

Col.  (1)  Total  Successful  footage.  Re¬ 
view  of  Drilling  Statistics,  American  Pe¬ 
troleum  Institute,  minus  Col.  (5),  Table 
2,  Sheet  1. 

Col.  (2)  Prom  source  for  Table  1. 

Col.  (3)  Prom  Col.  1.  Table  2,  Sheet  4. 

Col.  (4)  Rounded  in  Bcf  from  Col.  (a) 
of  Table  10. 

The  columns  at  the  bottom  should  be 
labelled,  from  left  to  right.  (5) .  (6) ,  and 
(7). 

Table  4. 

Col.  (1) — From  Joint  Association  Sur¬ 
vey  data. 

Table  S.  Sheet  1. 

CoL  (1),  (2)  and  (3) — Prwn  Review 
of  Drilling  Statistics. 

Col.  (5) — ^From  Joint  Association  Sur¬ 
vey  data. 

Table  5,  Sheet  2. 

First  three  cfdumns — ^From  Review  of 
Drilling  Statistics. 
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Fifth  column — From  Joint  Association 
Survey  data. 

The  notation  **1967  cost/foot”  should 
read  **1976  cost/foot**. 

Table  7,  Sheet  J. 

First  column — ^Ihe  sum  over  1968-72 
of  the  first  column  Table  7.  Sheet  1 
minus  the  sum  over  1968-72  of  the  first 
column  Table  7.  Sheet  2. 

Second  column — ^Ihe  sum  over  1978- 
74  of  the  second  coliunn  of  Table  7.  Sheet 
1  minus  the  sum  over  1970-74  of  the 
second  column  of  Table  1,  Sheet  2. 

Third  column— The  sum  over  1970-74 
of  the  third  column  of  Table  7,  Sheet  1 
minus  the  sum  over  1970-74  of  the  thiiti 
column  of  Table  7.  Sheet  2. 

[FR  Doc.76-27942  PUed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  ER76-40] 

NEVADA  POWER  CO. 

Order  R^ecUng  In  Part.  Accepting  in  Part 

and  Suspwiding  Rate  Increase,  Allowing 

Interventions,  and  Setting  Procedures 

^  OCTOBEB  15,  1975. 

On  July  28, 1975  Nevada  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Company)  tendmvd  for  filing  a 
rate  Increase  to  Callfomla-Paclfle  UtlU- 
tles  (Cal-Pac)  at  ^ender8on.^  Nevada 
and  Needles,*  CaUfonfia.  The  rate  In¬ 
crease  would  produce  a  revenue  Increase 
estimated  at  $948,441  for  the  vear  ending 
Jime  30, 1976.  The  Company  asked  tax  a 
proposed  effective  date  **tQ>on  recehH  of 
application”. 

'  By  letter  dated  August  25,  1975  the 
Secretary  inf  onned  the  Company  of  cer¬ 
tain  deficiencies  In  Its  filing.  Th^  defi¬ 
ciencies  were  cured  on  September  17, 
1975.  Accordlnidy.  we  shall  assign  a  iwo- 
posed  effective  date  o/t  OcMoet  17,  1975 
to  the  current  filing  (30  days  after  com¬ 
pletion  of  Uie  filing,  section  205(d)  ^ 
the  Federal  Power  Act) . 

Notice  of  the  Company’s  filing  was  Is¬ 
sued  on  August  1,  1975,  with  protests 
and  petltlmis  to  Intervene  due  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  15,  1975.  A  thnidy  petition 
to  Intervene  has  been  filed  by  Cal-Pac 
and  an  imtlmely  notice  pf  Intervention 
has  been  filed  by  the  Public  Service  com¬ 
mission  of  Nevada.  Good  cause  exists  to 
allow  Intervention  by  both  parties. 

Cal-Pac  Included  In  Its  petltkm  to  in¬ 
tervene  a  request  that  the  filing  be  re¬ 
jected  for  failure  to  state  the  reasons  for 
the  proposed  change.  In  connection  with 
this  request,  Cai-Pae  recited  the  rectxA 
history  of  the  relationship  between  ^d- 
Pac  and  the  Company.  On  November  1, 
1975,  the  Company  bc^an  charging  rates 
filed  In  Docket  No.  E-8721.  That  case  is 
pending  before  the  Presiding  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Jud^.  In  that  docket,  our 
Staff  and  Cal-Pac  filed  cases  which  Justi¬ 
fied  approximately  50%  of  that  $450,000 
per  year  increase.  Since  Iday  21,  1975 
the  Company  has  been  cbUecting  rates 


•  ^  Designated:  Nevada  Power  Company  Sup¬ 

plement  No.  10  to  Bate  Schedule  FPC  No.  2 
(Supeteedes  Supplement  No.  8). 

I  *  Designated:  Svwplemept  Mo.  10  to  Rate 
Schedule  PPO  No.  1  (Supersedes  Supplement 
>No.  9). 
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filed  in  Docket  No.  £-9104  which  are  esti¬ 
mated  to  increase  the  Company’s  reve¬ 
nue  by  $1  million  per  year.  Our  Sta^s 
filed  case  in  that  docket  urges  that  no 
part  of  the  Increase  in  Docket  No.  £-9104 
be  allowed.  Now  the  Company  has  filed 
for  an  addltlcmal  nearly  $1  million  in¬ 
crease.  In  light  of  this  history  Cal-Pac 
believes  that  the  Company’s  alleged  need 
to  attract  capital  is  not  a  sufficient  rea¬ 
son  to  serve  as  the  piu'pose  of  a  rate  in¬ 
crease.  Cal-Pac  suspects  that  the  rate 
increase  Is  being  made  for  purposes  other 
than  those  stated  and  possibly  for  pur¬ 
poses  contrary  to  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

The  Commission  recognizes  the  need  of 
the  electric  industry  as  a  whole  to  attract 
the  capital  necessary  to  continue  to  pro¬ 
vide  adequate  service  to  the  consuming 
public.  With  res];)ect  to  this  problem,  we 
note  that  the  Conmany  has  given  notice 
of  termination  of  service  to  Cal-Pac  at 
Henderson  In  Docket  No.  E-9306  due  to 
an  alleged  inability  to  attract  capital  for 
such  service.  Without  prejudging  the  out- 
come  of  the  previously  mentioned  cases, 
we  think  that  the  followii^  dlspositlcm 
best  serves  the  public  interest.  The  need 
to  attract  additional  capltid  is  sufficient 
reason  for  a  utility  to  increase  its  rates. 
However,  in  light  of  the  serious  questions 
raised  by  previous  cases  concerning  the 
alleged  financial  requirements  of  Com¬ 
pany,  the  comments  received  frmn  Cal- 
Pac,  and  our  own  evaluation  of  the  in¬ 
stant  filing,  we  shall  suspend  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  rate  increase  for  service  at  Needles 
for  the  full  statutory  period  of  five 
months. 

However,  with  respect  to  Henderson, 
we  Shan  reject  the  entire  flUng  for  faU- 
ure  to  comply  with  Section  S5.17(c) 
our  regulations.  Section  35.17(c)  makes 
it  unlawful  tor  any  utUi^  to  file  to 
change  the  rate  scdiedule  which  has  been 
continued  in  effect  by  the  suspension  of 
a  previous  change.  In  Docket  No.  E-9306 
we  suspended  a  notice  of  cancellation 
until  November  1,  1975.*  Cancellation 
is  defined  as  a  change  in  rate  schedule 
by  Section  2.4  of  the  Commission’s  Regu¬ 
lations.  Thus,  \mtil  November  1, 1975  the 
Company  may  not  file  to  change  the  rate 
schedule  in  effect  for  Cal-Pac  at  Hender¬ 
son. 

With  reject  to  Needles,  examination 
of  the  filing  reveals  that  a  portion  of  it 
is  based  upon  the  inclusion  of  construc¬ 
tion  work  In  progress  (CWIP)  in  the  rate 
base  Tthlch  will  not  be  in  service  at  the 
end  of  the  test  period  (In  fact,  the  Cmn- 
pany  has  used  an  end  of  period  rate 
base) .  Recent  Commission  decisions  have 
made  it  clear  that  the  Commission  win 
not  currency  aUow  utilities  to  base  rates 
upon  the  Inclusion  of  CWIP  in  rate  base,* 
As  we  stated  in  the  Order  Denying  Appll- 


■  Order  ieeued  May  30. 1075. 

«Se«  eg..  Central  Vermont  Public  Service 
Corporatlm,  Docket  No.  £9040,  Issued 
August  6.  1876;  Green  Mountain  Power  Cor* 
poratlon.  Docket  No.  S-0446.  Issued  June  13, 
1976;  New  England  Power  Company,  Docket 
Noe.  E-8816  and  E-9140,  Issued  August  6, 
1976;  and  Georgia  Power  Company,  .Docket 
No.  E-8091,  Issued  August  5,  1975. 


cation  For  Rehearing,*  Georgia  Power 
Company,  Docket  No.  E-9091,  issued  Sen- 
tember  19, 1975: 


tk>n  holds  that  the  faliie  of  plant  under  oon- 
Btructlon  cannot  be  Included  In  tbe  rate  base 
untU  the  plant  Is  "used  and  useful”  In  pro¬ 
viding  service  to  Jurisdictional  customers* 
We  have  consistently  implied  the  “used  and 
useful”  rule  throTighout  our  formaUy  re¬ 
ported  final  decisions.*  Our  Uniform  System 
of  Accounts  for  public  utiUtles  and  ’l-rnnnrn 
clearly  reflects  that  principle,^  although  tt 
has  not  been  formaUy  codified  In  a  separate 
regulation,  as  Is  the  case  for  gas  pipeline 
companies,  1  164.88(f),  18  CPB.  (footnotes 
omitted) 


Accordingly,  we  shall  reject  that  portion 
of  the  Cwnpany’s  filing  which  Is  based 
upon  the  inclusion  of  CWIP  in  the  rate 
base. 

Further  examination  of  the  flUng 
reveals  that  tbe  Company  hny  used  an 
end  of  period  rate  base  and  allocation 
factors  based  on  single  week  peaks.  These 
methods  raise  issure  which  should  be 
addressed  by  the  parties  to  this  case. 
Further  the  Company  has  alleged  that  it 
is  in  dire  financial  straits  which  have  re¬ 
quired  it  to  dday  much  of  its  construc¬ 
tion  program.  The  Company  has  alleged 
a  need  for  a  rate  ot  retimi  of  11.84  per¬ 
cent  including  a  21.40  percent  return  on 
common  equity.  The  Company  states 
that  it  has.  one  of  the  lowest  market  to 
book  ratios  in  the  electric  industry  and 
the  hlfih  returns  mentioned  above  are 
needed  if  the  Company  Is  to  again  attract 
the  necessary  ciqfital  for  its  construction 
program,  The  parties  in  this  case  should 
address  the  Issues  raised  by  such  allega¬ 
tions. 

Our  review  indicates  that  the  proposed 
change  for  service  at  Needles  has  not 
been  shown  to  be  Just  and  reasonable  and 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  preferential  w  otherwise 
unlawful.  Accordingly,  we  shall  suspend 
those  changes  for  five  months  and  estab¬ 
lish  hearing  procedures  to  determine  the 
Justness  and  reasonableness  of  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  filing. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  allow  tbe  above  named  parties 
to  intervme  in  this  docket. 

(2)  It  is  necessary  and  proper  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  Federal  Power  Act,  particu¬ 
larly  sections  205,  206,  307,  308,  and  309 
thereof,  that  the  Commlssimi  ^ter  upon 
a  hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of 
the  proposed  rates,  charges  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  service  contained  in  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  rate  increase  filed  July  28,  1975. 

(3)  .Good  cause  exists  to  reject  that 
portion  of  the  Conmany’s  flung  which 
relates  to  Needles  which  is  based  upon 
the  Inclusion  of  CWIP  in  the  rate  base. 

(4)  Good  cause  exists  to  accept  for  fil¬ 
ing  that  portion  of  the  Cmnpany’s  filing 
which  relates  to  Needles  not  mentioned 
in  paragrs4)h  3,  assign  it  a  iHxg)08ed  ^- 
fective  date  of  Gctober  17, 1975,  and  sus¬ 
pend  it  for  five  months. 


*  Pending  review  in  Georgia  Power  Com¬ 
pany  T.  FPO,  No.  75-1940,  D.O.  Circuit,  Denial 
<a  .^pUcatlcm  for  Stay,  laeued  October  8, 
1975. 
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(5)  Good  cause  exists  to  reject  the 
Company’s  filing  with  respect  to  Hend¬ 
erson. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  particularly  sections  205  and  206 
thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure,  and  the  regulations 
imder  the  Federal  Power  Act  (18  CFR 
Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  shall  be  held 
on  March  16,  1976,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  a 
hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitcd  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  concerning  the 
lawfulness  of  the  rate  charges  and  con¬ 
ditions  of  service  contained  in  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  iTate  increase  filed  July  28,  1975. 

(B)  Pending  a  hearing  and  final  de¬ 
cision  thereon,  with  respect  to  Needles, 
that  portion  of  the  Company’s  filing 
which  is  not  based  upon  the  inclusion  of 
CWIP  in  the  rate  base  is  hereby  acc^ted 
for  filing,  suspended  for  five  months  and 
the  use  thereof  deferred  \mtll  March  17, 
1976. 

(D)  Ihe  Company’s  filing  of  a  rate  in¬ 
crease  to  Henderson  is  hereby  rejected. 

(E)  On  or  before  February  3, 1976,  the. 
Conunlssion  Staff  shall  serve  its  prepared 
testimony  and  exhibits.  On  or  before 
February  17,  1976,  the  Interveners  shall 
serve  their  testimony  and  exhibits.  On  or 
before  March  2,  1976,  Nevada  shall  serve 
Its  rebuttal  testimony  and  exhibits. 

(F)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pim)ose, 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CFR 
3.5(d) ) ,  shall  i»:eside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  shall  prescribe  relevant 
procedural  matters  not  herein  provided, 
and  Shan  control  this  proceeding  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  policies  expressed  in 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

(Q)  Nothing  contained  herein  shall  be 
construed  as  limiting  the  rights  of  par¬ 
ties  to  this  proceeding  regarding  the  con¬ 
vening  of  conferences  or  offers  of  settle¬ 
ment  piirsxiant  to  §  1.18  of  the  Ccmunls- 
slon’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 

(H)  The  above  mentioned  petitioners 
are  hereby  permitted  to  Intervene  in 
this  proceeding,  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  the  Commission.  Provided 
however,  ffhat  the  participation  of  such 
interveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  the  rights  and  interests  speci¬ 
fically  set  forth  in  the  respective  peti¬ 
tions  to  Intervene:  And  provided,  fur¬ 
ther.  ’That  the  admission  of  such  inter¬ 
veners  shall  not  be  construed  as  recogni¬ 
tion  that  they  or  any  of  them  might  be 
aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or  orders 
Issued  by  the  Commission  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(I)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fedskax, 
Recxsteb. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Kenmeth  F.  PLuin, 

Secretarp. 

IFR  Doc.76-36353  FUed  10-30-75;8:45  am] 


NOTICES 

[Docket  Nos.  K-8641.  E-8476,  K-6251,  K-61631 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  Ca 

Order  Deferring  Consideration  of  Initial 
Decision 

October  9, 1975. 

On  June  25, 1975,  Presiding  Law  Judge 
Levant  Issued  his  initial  decision  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings  addressed  to 
the  limited  issue  of  rate  of  return.  The 
rate  of  return  issue  was  heard  on  an  ex¬ 
pedited  basis  pursuant  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  issued  herein  on  February  27, 
1975.  All  other  cost  and  related  rate  issues 
are  the  subject  of  separate  hearings 
which  have  now  been  concluded  and  are 
presently  before  Judge  Levant  for  initial 
decision.  Briefs  on  exceptions  to  the 
June  25,  1975,  Initial  decision  on  rate 
of  return  were  served  on  July  25,  1975, 
and  briefs  opposing  exceptions  were 
served  on  August  14, 1975. 

In  its  brief  mi  exceptions.  New  Eng¬ 
land  Power  Company  (NEPCO)  requests 
that  the  Commission  defer  its  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  rate  of  retium  issue  until  the 
remaining  cost  of  service  issues  are  prop¬ 
erly  before  the  Commission  for  decision. 
NEPCX)  argues  this  procedure  will  en¬ 
able  the  Commission  to  .deal  with  the 
interest  coverage  issue  “knowledgeably 
and  comprehensively.’’  NEPCO  renewed 
its  request  in  its  brief  opposing  excep¬ 
tions.  The  Commission  staff  in  its  brief 
opposing  exceptions  stated  it  has  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  requested  procedure. 
NEPCO’s  Municipal  customers  in  their 
brief  opposing  exceptions  stated  that 
while  in  their  judgment  no  useful  pur¬ 
pose  would  be  served  by  deferral  of  the 
rate  of  return  issue,  nevertheless  they 
did  not  oppose  NEPCO’s  request. 

We  find  that  NEPCO’s  request  for  de¬ 
ferral  is  reasonable  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  that  hearings  on  all  other  Issues 
have  been  completed,  and  they  are  now 
before  the  Administrative  Law  Judge  for 
decision,  and  that  no  party  will  be  prej¬ 
udiced  thereby,  the  requested  deferral 
should  be  granted. 

The  Commission  orders,  (A)  Con¬ 
sideration  of  the  issue  of  rate  of  return 
in  the  above-entitled  proceedings  is  here¬ 
by  deferred  until  such  time  as  the  re¬ 
maining  Issues  are  properly  before  the 
Commission  for  decision  following  the  is¬ 
suance  of  an  Initial  decision  thereon  by 
the  Presiding  Judge. 

(B)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kutneth  F.  Pluio, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-28235  Filed  10-30-7S;8:45  am] 


[Docket  MO.  CP74-390] 
NORTHERN  BORDER  PIPEUNE  Ca 
Amendment  to  Application 

October  8,  ld75. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  26, 
1975.  Ncuthem  Border  Pipdine  C(Hn- 
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pany,  a  partnership,  to  be  succeeded  by 
Northern  Border  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Applicant) ,  20  Montchanin  Road,  'VHl- 
mlngton,  Delaware  19807,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP74-290  a  further  amendment  to  its 
application  filed  in  the  subject  docket 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  facilities 
{o  transport  as  a  contract  carrier  natural 
gas  in  interstate  commerce  from  the  in¬ 
ternational  border  near  Monchy,  Sas¬ 
katchewan,  Canada,  across  approxi¬ 
mately  1,619  miles  to  a  point  near  Del- 
mont,  Pennsylvania,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  amendment  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  opoi  to  public 
inspection.' 

By  its  application,  as  amended,  in  this 
docket  Apifiicant  has  proposed  facilities 
designed  to  achieve  average  d^berabill- 
ties  approximating  3.5  million  Mcf  of 
gas  per  day.  Applicant  stat^  that  be¬ 
cause  it  now  appears  unlike]^  that  3.5 
million  Mcf  of  gas  initially  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  transportation.  Applicant  pro¬ 
poses  to  biiild  and  operate  a  s^le  42- 
inch  pipeline  with  an  operating  pressure 
of  1,435  pslg  and  an  average  deliver- 
ability  of  approximately  1.5  million  Mcf 
of  gas  per  di^.  ’This  reduced  d^ver- 
ability  is  said  to  be  consistent  with  the 
aggregate  volmne  that  prospective  ship¬ 
pers  expect  to  receive  under  their  rights 
to  negotiate  the  purchase  of  gas  from 
producers  operating  in  the  Prudhoe  Efay 
area  of  the  North  Slope  of  Alaska.  Appli¬ 
cant  claims  that  in  the  event  that  addi¬ 
tional  gas  becomes  avallble  for  shipment 
by  Applicant  the  employment  of  addi¬ 
tional  compression  can  Increase  the  pro¬ 
posed  pipeline’s  average  dellverabm^  to 
approximately  2.0  million  Mcf  of  gas  per 
day. 

Accordingly,  Applicant  states  that  by 
the  amended  application  it: 

(1)  Amends  the  description  of  facili¬ 
ties  for  which  authorization  is  sousdit. 
The  route  of  the  facilities  is  the  same  as 
shown  in  Exhibit  F  oi  Applicant’s  origi¬ 
nal  application  although  the  size  of  the 
facilities  has  been  changed.  The  facilities 
for  which  authorization  is  sought  are, 

(a)  Approximately  1,619  miles  of  pipe¬ 
line  consisting  of  1,138  miles  of  43-lnch 
diameter  pipe,  305  miles  of  36-inch  pipe, 
and  176  miles  of  24-lnch  pipe  extending 
frmn  the  UB.-(7anadlan  boundary  at  a 
point  near  Monchy,  Saskatchewan, 
southeasterly  through  the  states  of  Mon¬ 
tana,  North  Dakota,  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  to  a  terminus  near  Delmont,  Penn¬ 
sylvania;  and 

(b)  Twelve  compressor  statlcms  with  a 
total  of  310,500  horsepower  installed. 

(2)  Amends  the  projected  date  for 
commencement  of  operation  of  proposed 


1  The  i4>pllcation  was  noticed  In  the  Fkd- 
XSAL  EUcism  cm  June  IL  1974  (39  FB  20819) , 
the  first  amendment  thereto  was  notloed  In 
the  Fkdbui.  RaoiaRB  on  December  30,  1974 
(39  FB  44093),  and  the  second  amendment 
thereto  was  noticed  In  the  Fxdbax.  BxaiSTEa 
on  March  20,  1976  (40  FB  12711). 
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facilities  from  July  1,  1979,  for  the  first 
year  facilities  and  July  1,  1980,  for  sec> 
ond  year  facilities  to  July  1, 1980,  for  all 
facilities.  Construction  is  schedviled  to 
begin  in  the  second  quarter  of  1978. 

(3)  Files  Exhibit  Z-1  showing  flow  dia¬ 
grams,  location  of  facilities,  cost  of  fsi- 
cilitles,  and  tariff  and  cost-of-servlce  ex¬ 
hibits  for  a  fully  powered  version  of  the 
system  for  which  authorization  4s 
sought,  which  version.  Applicant  states, 
it  does  not  presently  propose  to  construct 
but  puts  forth  for  illustrative  purposes 
only. 

(4)  Piles  amended  Exhibits  P  (location 
of  facilities) ,  G,  G-I  and  GK-II  (flow  dia¬ 
grams  and  flow  diagram  data),  H  (gas 
supply) ,  K  (cost  of  facilities) ,  L  (financ¬ 
ing)  ,  N  (revenue-expense-income) ,  O 
(depreciation  and  depletion),  and  P(ii) 
(tariff). 

With  regard  to  estimated  recoverable 
reserves  and  deliverability  from  the 
Prudhoe  Bay  area,  Ai^Ucant  states  that 
it  relies  on  and  Incorporates  by  reference, 
in  addition  to  the  data  set  forth  in  the 
application  as  supplemented,  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

(a)  The  Master  Gas  Agreement  and 
Joint  Venture  Agreement  (both  dated 
January  1,  1972)  between  Northern  Nat- 
Tiral  Gas  Company  and  B.B.  Alaska  filed 
November  29, 1972,  with  the  Commission 
in  Docket  No.  Rr-411: 

(b)  The  Agreement  between  Colum¬ 
bia  Gas  Transmission  Ccmu)any  and  BP. 
Oil  Corporation  dated  as  of  August  23. 
1971,  filed  as  Exhibit  R-5  in  Docket  No. 
RP72-36. 

(c)  The  Advance  Payment  Agreement 
between  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation  and  Atlantic  Richfield  Com¬ 
pany  dated  June  30,  1975,  and  filed  In 
Docket  No.  CP78-48  and  partial  assign¬ 
ment  thereof  to  Tsanswastem  Plp^ie 
Compamr  dated  Jtdy  31>  1975.  and  filed 
In  Docket  Nb.  979-257  (conseUdated  lor 
hearing  with  the  aivlication  In  the  in¬ 
stant  docket . 

(d)  The  Gks  Advance  Payment  Agree¬ 
ment  between  Panlumdle  Eastern  Pipe 
Une  Company  and  Atlantic  Bichfldd 
Company  dated  as  of  May  30, 1974,  filed 
with  the  Ccxnmlssion  in  Docket  No. 
RP73-108,  RP73-36,.AP75-2,  and  PGA 
75-4. 

(e)  The  agreonent  between  Natural 
Gas  Plpdine  Company  of  America  and 
Exxon  Corporation  dated  March  7, 1975, 
filed  with  the  Ckxxunission  in  Docket  No. 
CP75-257. 

(f)  Ihe  agreement  between  Michigan 
^^sconsin  Pipe  Line  Company  and  Exxon 
Corporation  dated  February  5, 1975,  filed 
with  the  Commission  In  Docket  No.  CP 
73-43. 

(g)  The  agreement  between  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Ccxnpany  and  Exxon  Cor- 
porati<m  dated  January  30.  1975,  filed 
with  the  Ckxnmisslon  on  March  20, 1975. 

D^verabUity  of  each  of  the  Prudhoe 
Bay  inroducers  is  estimated  to  be  as 
follows: 


Prodnoers 


£stlmat«d 

reserves 


Deliversbilily 


TYlOUmt  of  Thotuando  of 
cubic  feet  cubic  feet 

per  day  per  day 

8ohlo-BP .  7.1  666,000 

Exxon .  8.0  750,000 

Aroo .  8.0  750,000 

All  others.. .  .9  84,000 

Total .  24  2, 250, 000 


The  dally  deliverabUity  to  each  of  the 
Northern  Border  member  company 
shippers  is  stated  as  follows : 


Major  producer/ 

Commitment 

Other  pro- 

Commitment 

Company 

in  thousands 

ducers— esU- 

in  thousands 

percent  of  reserve 

of  cubic  feet  per 

mated  percent 

of  cubic  feet  per 

thousands  of 

committed 

day 

of  reserve 

day 

cubic  feet  per 

committed 

day 

Northern  Natural 

Gas  Co. 

Exxon/25 . 

187,500 

12.5 

10,500 

198,000 

Michigan  Wisconsin 

. do . 

187,500 

12.5 

10,500 

198,000 

Pipe  Line  Co. 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline 

Exxon/20 . 

160,000 

12.5 

10,500 

160,500 

Co.  of  America. 
Panhandle  Eastern 

Arco/20 . 

150,000 

12.5 

10,500 

160,500 

Pipeline  Co. 

Columbia  Gas  Trans- 

Soliio-BP/100 . 

666,000 

12.5 

10,600 

676,500 

mission  Corp. 
Transwestem  Pipe- 

Arco/20 . 

150,000 

12.5 

10,500 

160,500 

lino  Co.  and  Texas 
Eastern  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corp. 

Total . 

1,554,000 

According  to  Applicant  the  total  input 
at  Monchy  will  ^  1,530,200  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day.  The  difference  between  the 
input  volumes  at  Prudhoe  Bay  and 
Monchy  is  claimed  to  be  primarlhr  due 
to  fuel  use  during  transportation. 

Applicant’s  estimated  total  capital 
cost  of  the  system  Including  filing  fees  is 
approximat^y  $1,347,000,000.  Applicant 
states  that  capital  requirements  under 
its  proposed  financing  plan  would  be  met 
through  the  investment  of  equity  the 
Partners  and  through  the  concurrent 
isswanee  of  various  debt  securities  by 
Applicant.  The  revenues  generated  by 
the  project  are  said  to  be  sufficient  to 
service  the  securities  issued  to  finance  it. 

In  the  third  full  year  of  operation 
Applicant  shows  a  rate  of  return  of  12.5 
percent  and  a  return  of  $134.5  million. 

The  amendment  indicates  that,  gen¬ 
erally,  trannnission  facilities  will  be 
depreciated  on  a  straight-line  basis  at 
4  percent. 

Aindlcant  states  that  for  the  purposes 
of  this  amendment  it  has  been  assumed 
tiiat  no  Canadian  gas  will  be  available 
for  import.  Howevm',  Applicant  indicates 
that  some  prospective  shli^Ders  have  ex- 
Isthig  ccmtracts  for  the  purchase  of  Ca¬ 
nadian  gas;  and  if  export  of  such  gas  is 
authorized  by  the  National  Energy  Board 
of  Canada  the  facilities  of  Applicant 
would  be  available,  and  AiH>licant  is  will¬ 
ing  to  transp<Ht  such  gas  from  Monchy 
to  eastom  delivery  points. 

Any  person  dealring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  r^erence  to  said 
amendment  to  i^ppUcatlon  should  on  cae 
before  October  30.  1975,  file  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 


D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commissi(m*s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) 
and  the  regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  aM>ro- 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wiping  to 
bee<»ne  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  ^urty  in  any  hearing  therein 
mu^  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 
Persons  who  have  heretofore  filed  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  notices  of  interven¬ 
tion  hi  the  Instant  docket  or  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  No.  CP75-96,  et  al., 
need  not  file  again. 

Kenneth  F.  Plttmb, 
Secretary. 

IF«  Doc.75-28231  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  IIP75-89] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Motion  To  Have  Suspended  Tariff  Sheets 
Go  Into  Effect 

October  14, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  3,  1975, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (North¬ 
ern)  tendered  for  filing  a  Motion  to  Have ! 
Suspended  Tariff  Sheets  Go  Into  Effect, 
together  with  attached  Tariff  Sheets  and 
iU^pendlces.  Northern  states  that  it  had 
filed  on  April  11,  1976,  revised  tariff 
sheets  proposing  (hanges  in  its  PPC  Gas 
Tariff  which  would  provide  for  an  In- 
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crease  In  annua]  J\irlsdictl(mal  revenues 
of  approximate  $69,172,745,  based  upon 
sales  volumes  for  the  12  month  pertod 
ended  December  31,  1974,  as  adjusted. 
Northern  states  that  these  tarUI  sheets 
were  suspended  by  Commission  Order  is¬ 
sued  May  16, 1975,  in  this  docket,  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred  imtil  October  27, 
1975. 

In  the  October  3, 1975  filing.  Northern 
states  that  it  moves  to  make  effective  the 
Interim  rates  and  charges  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  on  October  27,  1975,  when  the 
suspension  period  ends.  Northern  states 
that  it  also  filed  an  Agreement  and  Un¬ 
dertaking  to  comply  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  §  154.67  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  under  the  Natural 
Gtes  Act.  Northern  requests  waiver  of  the 
notice  requirements  of  18  CFR  154.22  and 
such  other  regulations  as  are  required  to 
permit  the  requested  effective  date  of 
October  27, 1975. 

Northern  states  that  copies  of  its  filing 
were  served  by  mail  on  all  of  its  jurisdic¬ 
tional  customers,  all  parties  to  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Cmnmlsslon,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10) .  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  28,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  i4)proprlate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filhig  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

EIenketh  F.  Plxtmb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.7&- 28248  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP75-89] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 
Tender  of  Tariff  Sheets 

October  10, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  by  letter  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1975,  Northern  Natural  Gtas 
Company  (Northern)  tendered  for  filing 
the  following  tariff  sheets  for  Northern’s 
FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume 
No.  1,  inlUal  Emergency  Service  Rate 
Schedule  E-1. 

Eighth  Revised  Table  of  Contents 
Sheet  No.  1 

Original  Sheet  No.  Original  POA-1 
4b 

Original  Sheet  Nos.  Rate  Schedule  B-1 
45-48 

Northern  states  ttiai  Its  Initial  Bate 
Schedule  E-1  is  not  subject  to  suspension 
and  is  being  effectuated  by  Northern  as 
of  July  11,1975. 


Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  li  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  cnn%  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  October  21,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
prptestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Aliy  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.75-28240  Filed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-161] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMPANY  OF 
NEW  MEXICO 

Extension  of  Agreement  for  Service 
October  10, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  2,  1975, 
Public  Service  Company  of  New  Mexico 
(PNM)  tendered  for  fil^  an  agreement 
extending  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  24,  to 
provide  power  transmission  service  for 
the  State  of  Nevada,  Division  of  Colorado 
River  Resources  (DC7RR)  for  a  period  of 
one  year  to  year  thereafter  unW  termi¬ 
nated. 

PNM  states  that  the  amendment  was 
negotiated  to  permit  DCfftR  to  continue 
obtaining  capacity  from  the  Department 
of  Interior,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  by 
enabling  DCRR  to  return  energy  asso¬ 
ciated  therewith  to  the  Bureau  from 
PNM.  AddltionaUy,  PNM  states  that  the 
amendment  provides  for  PNM  to  supply 
surplus  energy  to  DCRR  apart  from  any 
capacity  made  available  by  the  Bureau. 
PNM  states  that  DCRR  Is  requiring 
capacity  from  the  Bureau  and  return 
energy  by  October  1,  1975.  PNM  there¬ 
fore  requests  the  Commission  to  waiVe 
its  notice  requirements  and  permit  the 
extensl(m  of  the  original  agreement  be¬ 
tween  PNM  and  DCRR  to  become  ^ec- 
tlve  October  1, 1975. 

PNM  states  ttot  the  pn^xised  amend¬ 
ment  for  service  has  been  agreed  upon 
by  the  parties  and  that  copies  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  have  been  mailed  to  DCRR  and  the 
New  Mexico  Public  Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Cmnmission,  825  North  CapitcA 
Street,  NE,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  li  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  mnctice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10) .  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  October  28,  1975.  Protests  will  be 
(x>nsldered  by  the  Cmnmlsslon  in  detn- 
minlng  the  aiqHDprlate  action  to  be  tak¬ 
en,  but  win  not  serve  to  make  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 


ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28241  Piled  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  663] 

PUERTO  RICO  WATER  RESOURCES 
AUTHORITY 

Order  Waiving  Penalties  in  Delinquency 
October  10,  1975. 

Provision  Is  made  in  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  18  CFR  .11.31(e)  (1975),  for 
a  penalty  for  delinquency  in  payment  of 
annual  charges  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  unless  such  penalty  is  waived 
by  the  Commission  for  good  cause  shown. 

Although  the  Commission  on  April  1, 
1975  rendered  timely  bills  to  the  Puerto 
.Rico  Water  Resources  Authority  (Au¬ 
thority)  covering  the  annimj  charges 
owing  under  its  license  for  Project  No. 
663  for  the  calendar  year  1974,  a  check 
in  pajrment  of  these  charges  was  not 
mailed  to  the  Commission  until  June  25, 
1975,  and  was  not  received  tmtll  July  7, 
1975.  Accordingly,  a  $22.62  penalty  was 
assessed  for  this  delay  in  payment. 

In  its  letter  of  July  2, 1975  to  the  Cmn- 
mlsslon,  the  Authority  presented  a 
reasonable  and  logical  explanation  for 
the  delay.  It  pointed  out  that  it  had 
responded  to  receipt  of  the  Commission’s 
bill  for  annual  charges  with  a  letter  spec- 
Ifjdng  its  need  for  further  information 
from  the  Commission.  This  letter  was  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Commission  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  45-day  period  provided 
in  18  CFR  11.31(a)  (1975),  for  payment 
of  annual  charges.  The  Commission’s 
reply  was  mailed  one  day  before  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  this  time  limit,  and  so  could 
not  have  been  received  by  the  Authority 
soon  enough  to  enable  timely  payment  to 
be  made.  Under  the  circumstances,  in¬ 
cluding  the  Authority’s  past  record  of 
payment  of  these  charges  for  years  prior 
to  1974,  a  waiver  of  the  penalty  for  delin¬ 
quency  is  appropriate. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Good 
cause  has  been  shown  in  the  esqidanatimi 
of  the  delay  in  paying  annual  charges  for 
1974  for  Project  No.  663. 

(2)  Waiver  of  the  penalty  for  the  late 
payment  of  these  charges  would  not  be 
inconsistent  with  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders.  Pi^nnent  of 
the  penalty  arising  out  of  the  Author¬ 
ity’s  delay  in  remitting  payment  of  the 
annual  charges  owing  under  the  license 
for  Project  No.  663  is  hereby  waived. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-28242  FUed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 


SOUTHWEST  GAS  CORP. 

[Docket  No.  CP76-101] 

Application 

OctOKOL  9,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  (m  September  24, 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petitton  to 
Intervene  or  protest  wlGi  the  Federal  petition  to  intervene.  Cc^les  of  tola  fil>  1975,  Southwest  Gas  Corporatkm  (Ap- 
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plicant),  PO  Box  1450,  Las  Vegas,  Ne¬ 
vada  89101,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76-101 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  sale  for  resale  of  natural 
gas,  received  from  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation  (Northwest) ,  to  Applicant 
to  Applicant’s  priority  1  and  2  require¬ 
ments  customers  pursuant  to  proposed 
Rate  Schedule  NES-1,  as  an  emergency 
service,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Pursuant  to  a  letter  agreement  be¬ 
tween  Applicant  and  Northwest  dated 
August  7,  1975,  Applicant  would  pur¬ 
chase  from  Northwest  emergency  gas 
service  under  Northwest’s  proposed  Rate 
Schedule  ES-1  to  the  extent  that  it  is 
available  from  Pacific  Gas  Transmission. 
Applicant  requests  authorization  in  the 
instant  application  to  sell  and  deliver 
on  a  best-efforts  basis  the  volmnes  of 
natural  gas  so  received  under  its  pro¬ 
posed  Rate  Schedule  NES-1  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  firm  priority  1  and  2  require¬ 
ment  customers.  'The  service  from  North¬ 
west  would  be  in  lieu  of  requesting  pro¬ 
tection  of  Applicant’s  priority  1  and  2 
requirements  customers  from  North¬ 
west’s  general  pipeline  supply. 

Applicant  proposes  to  charge  custom¬ 
ers  purchasing  gas  pursuant  to  Rate 
Schedule  NES-1  31.29  cents  per  therm, 
which  price  is  said  to  be  designed  to  pro¬ 
vide  revenues  to  Applicant  equal  to  the 
incremental  cost  of  providing  the  pro¬ 
posed  service. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  5,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
(3PR  157  10) .  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Ccmimission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  Intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  tts^wn  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certifi¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 


Under  tiie  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  t)oc.75-28236 PUed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  0-4616,  etc.] 

TEXACO  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  Certificates,  Abandonment 
of  Service  and  Petitions  To  Amend  Cer¬ 
tificates  ' 

October  15, 1975. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  or  petition  pursuant  to  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization 
to  sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
or  to  abandon  service  as  described  herein, 
all  as  more  fully  described  in  the  respec¬ 
tive  applications  and  amendments  which 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Novem¬ 
ber  6,  1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  pe¬ 
titions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com- 


^This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 


mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  tQ_be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceed^.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  all  applications  in  which  no  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  author¬ 
ization  for  the  pressed  abandonment  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  ndtice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear 
or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket  No. 
and 

date  filed 


AppUewt 


Purchaser  and  location 


Price  per  Mcf 


Pres¬ 

sure 

base 


0-4616-. . Texaco,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3109,  Mid-  Nwtbem  Natural  Oas  Co.,  North  Nonproductive. 


D  9-26-75 


land,  Tex.  79701 


Hutchinson  Field,  Hutchinson 
County,  Tex. 

El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.,  Sand  Hills 
Field,  Crane  County.  Tex. 

£1  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Acreage 
in  Lea  County,  N.  Mex. 

Panhandle  Eastern  P^  Una  Co., 
Wattenberg  Area,  Denver-Jules- 
burg  Basin,  Adams,  Arapahoe, 
and  Weld  Counties,  Colo. 

C176-166 . ChampUn  Petroleum  Co . Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a  Di- 

A  9-15-75  vision  ot  Colorado  Interstate 

Corp.,  DeLaney  Rim  Area, 
Sweetwater  County,  Wyo. 
MicUgw  Wisconsin  Idpe  Uno  Co., 
NEBinger  Field,  Caddo  County, 
Okla. 

NtHthem  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Hans¬ 
ford  Field,  Hanslord  County, 
Tex. 

Tennes^  Oas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.  Vermilion 
Block  282,  offshore  Louislanak 

CI76-184 . Ocean  Production  Co.,  et  al.,  P.O.  Tennessee  Oas  Pipeline  Co.;  a  Divi- 

A  9-26-76  Box  61780,  New  Orleans,  La.  70161.  sfon  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  Blocks  2M 

and  250,  Bouth  Marsh  Idand 
Area,  North  Addition,  oflshore 
Looiaana. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Une  Co.; 
Acreage  in  Caddo  County,  Okla. 


CI74-528 . Exxon  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  2180,  Hous- 

C  9-25-75  ton,  Tex.  77001. 

CI76-88 .  Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  1589, 

C  9-26-76  Tol8%  Okla.  74102. 

CI76-155...:---  Champlin  Petroleum  Co..  P.O.  Box 
A  9-16-75  9365,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76107. 


CI76-174 . Helmerich  &  Payne,  Inc.,  1579  East 

A  9-22-75  21st  St.,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74114. 

CI76-181 . H«man  Oeo.  Etdser,  Oil  Producer, 

(C871-179)  4120  East  51st  St.,  Tulsa,  Okla. 

B  9-26-75  74135. 

C176-182 . Texaco  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  60252,  New 

A  9-26-76  Orleans,  1a.  71X60. 


CI76-185 . American  Natursd  Oas  Production 

A  9-18-75  Co.,  One  Woodward  Ave.,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.  48226. 

CI76-186. . Padflo  U^tlng  Oas  Devefopment 

A  9-26-76  Co.,  720  West  8th  St.,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90017. 


Pacific  Interstate  Transmission  Co., 
ApoQo  Field,  Winkler  County, 
Tex.;  Taurus  Field,  Ward  County, 
Tex.;  Paisell  and  St.  Clair  Flelda, 
Roberts  County,  Tex.;  Potadi 
neld,  Eddy  County,  N.  Mex. 

CI76-187 . Ocean  Production  Co.,  et  al . Tennessee  Oas  Plpdine  Co.,  a  Divi- 

A  9-29-76  sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  Nonh  Half 

Block  216,  Ship  BhM  Area,  off¬ 
shore  Louisiana. 

Filing  code;  A— Initial  service. 

B— Abaadrmment. 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D— Amendment  to  ddete  acreage. 

E— SUoeeadon. 

F— Partial  luceesalon. 

See  footnotee  at  end  of  table. 


“6L26 

14.65 

•  58. 1810 

14.73 

‘57.37 

14.65 

•58.04 

14.65 

*•75.41 

14.73 

neconomical. 

*•660 

15.026 

*•$1.68 

15025 

»'75.0 

14.66 

*•80.0 

M.66 

U.W' 
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Docket  No. 
and 

date  filed 

Appneaok 

Parchassr  sad  loeatloa 

Price 

perMef 

Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

CI76-189 . 

A  9-19-75 

.  Son  on  Co..  P.O.  Bos  2880,  Dalha, 
Tex.  75221. 

Sf^aso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Labnerta 
and  Ootdeu  Lane  Fields,  Eddy 
County,  N.  Mez. 

**T6.» 

15.025 

CI76-190 . 

A  9-36-75 

.  Bethlehem  Steel  Corp.,  Bethlehem, 
Fa  18016. 

Traosoontliiental  Oas  Pipe  lins 
Co.,  Block  185  Area  South  Tlm- 
bidliBr  Area  ofbhose  Louisiana 

•62.02 

15.001 

CI76-191 . 

(0-18980) 

F  9-30-75 

.  Bethlehem  Steel  Corp.  (successor  to 
Chevron  Oil  Co.). 

TransoonUaental  Oas  Pipe  line 
Co.,  Block  40,  West  Cameron 
Area  offshore  Louisiana 

*52.02 

15.001 

CI76-192 . 

A  9-30-75 

.  Florida  Oas  Exploration  Co.,  1100 
Milam  Bldg.,  Houston,  Tex. 
77002. 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  line 
Co.,  Block  186  Area,  South  Tim- 
balier  Area  offshore  Louisiana 

•52.02 

15.005 

Cm-193 . 

•A  9-30-75 

.  Dorchester  Exploration,  Inc.,  807 
Bank  ol  the  Southwest  Bldg., 
AmariUo,  Tex.  79109. 

Transcontinental  Oas  Pipe  line 
Co.,  Block  185  Area  South  Tim- 
balier  Area  offshore  Louisiana 

•52.02 

lAOQS 

CI76-I94 . 

A  10-1-75 

..  Continental  Oil  Co.,  P.O.  Box  2197, 
Houston,  Tex.  77001. 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  Divi¬ 
sion  o(  Tenneco  Inc.,  Grand  Isle 
Block  45,  offshore  Louisiana 

••800 

15.025 

CI76-195 . 

A  10-1-75 

..  Marathon  Oil  Co.,  539  South  Main 
St.,  Findlay,  Ohio  45840. 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Cinta 
Roja  (Morrow)  Field,  Lea  County, 
N.  Mex. 

•56.6213 

14.75 

I  Includes  4.9S^/M  ft*  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustnient  and  1.494/M  ft*  gathering  allowanee. 

*  Applicant  is  willing  to  accept  a  certificate  in  accordance  with  sec.  2.56a  of  the  Commission’s  General  Policy  and 
Interpretations. 

*  Includes  4.29854/M  ft*  tax  reimbursement,  1.38254/M  ft*  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment  and  1.54/M  ft* 
gathering  tdlowanoe. 

*  Includes  0.054/M  ft*  tax  reimbursement  and  6.64/M  ft*  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment; 

*  Includes  2.144/M  ft*  tax  reimbursement  and  6.184/M  ft*  upward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

*  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

*  Subject  to  downward  British  thermal  unit  adjustment. 

(FR  Doc.75-2827a  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-84] 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 
Proposed  Changes  in  Gas  Tariff 

October  14,  1975. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  30, 
1975,  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Texas  Gas)  tendered  for  filing  as 
part  of  its  PPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised 
Volume  No.  1,  Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  91 
and  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  92. 

Texas  Gas  states  that  its  tariff  filing 
relating  to  curtailment  procedures  re- 
fiects  the  priorities  of  service  prescribed 
by  Ctmimission  Order  No.  467-B  that  are 
now  in  effect  on  the  Texas  Gas  sjrstem. 
It  further  states  that  the  filing  is  made 
at  this  time  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Article  Vm  of  the  Fourth  Stipulation 
and  Interim  Agreement  approved  by  the 
Commission’s  order  issued  September  3, 

1975. 

Since  the  tariff  provisions  relating  to 
priorities  of  service  expire  on  March  31, 

1976,  under  the  terms  of  the  above-men¬ 
tion^  agreement,  an  effective  date  of 
April  1,  1976,  for  this  filing  is  requested. 
In  this  connection,  Texas  Gas  requests  a 
waiver  of  §  154.22  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
In  the  event  that  the  Commission  decides 
to  suspend  any  or  all  of  the  proposed 
tariff  sheets,  Texas  Gas  requests  such 
earlier  effective  date  as  necessary  so  that 
they  may  be  made  effective,  alter  susiien- 
sion,  (HI  April  1, 1976. 

Cc^les  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  Texas  Gas’  customers  and  inter¬ 
ested  State  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
filing  should  on  or  before  October  28, 
1975,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Cmn- 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com- 
missi(Hi’s  rules  of  practice  and  pr(X^edure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Cbmmlssion  will  be  considered 


by  it  in  determining  the  aj^iropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  win  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  parUctoate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules.  Any  per¬ 
son  who  has  heretofore  filed  a  notice  or 
petition  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding 
need  not  file  again.  TTie  tariff  filing 
which  was  made  with  the  commission  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.7&-28249  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP76-3] 

TRANSCO  GAS  SUPPLY  CO. 

Order  Denying  Application  for  Certificate 
of  Public  convenience  and  Necessity 

October  14,  1975. 

On  July  2,  1975,  ’Transco  Gas  Supply 
Corporation  (Gas(x>  or  Applicant)^  filed 
an  application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  which,  if  ap¬ 
proved,  would  authorize  the  sale  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corporation  (Transco) . 

Gasco  states  that  it  was  formed  for  the 
primary  purpose  of  contracting  for  sup¬ 
plies  of  natural  gas  from  various  sup¬ 
pliers  pursuant  to  advance  payment 
agreements  and  otherwise  and  thm  sell¬ 
ing  to  Transco  all  gas  purchased  by 
Gasco  under  gas  purchase  contracts  en¬ 
tered  into  by  Gasco  pursuant  to  advance 


*  Applicant  states  that  Gasco  Is  a  newly 
formed  (x>rporation  which  has  no  existing 
operations,  but  that  GJasco  will  be  a  "natural 
g^as  company"  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  upon  commencement  of  the 
sales  proposed  herein.  Both  Qasoo  and  ITans- 
co  are  100  percent  owned  subsidiaries  of 
Transco  Companies,  Inc. 


payments  agreements  which  Transco 
proposes  to  assign  to  Gasco  or  otherwise. 

Under  a  cost  of  service  tariff  to  be  filed 
with  the  CkMnmission,  Gasco  proposes  to 
charge  Transco  a  cost  of  service  rate  in¬ 
cluding:  (a)  Tlxe  actual  co^  of  gas  pur¬ 
chased  by  Gasco;  (b)  return  and  income 
taxes  (m  Oasco’s  rate  base  (including, 
among  other  things,  outstanding  advance 
payments)  determined  by  multiplying 
such  rate  base  by  13.99  percent  (the  same 
percentage  sis  the  return  and  income  lax 
component  currently  provided  in  Tfans- 
co’s  pending  rate  settlement  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP74-48  smd  RP75-3)  or  su<di  later 
percentsige  as  may  be  refiected  in  any 
Transco  rate  filing;  smd  (c)  all  other 
costs  of  Gsisco  on  a  cost  of  service  basis. 
Transco  would  Include  the  gas  cost  com¬ 
ponent  of  Gasco’s  chsu'ge  in  its  PGA 
clause,  and  would  file  to  sunend  its  sto- 
vance  payment  toacking  provlslcm  in 
Docket  Nos.  RP74-48  and  RP75-3  to  per¬ 
mit  trsu:klng  of  suivance  paym^ts  as¬ 
signed  to  or  made  by  Gasco  in  the  ssune 
msumer  as  if  made  by  Transco.  All  other 
components  of  Gsisco’s  charge  would  be 
included  in  future  Trsmsco  rate  proceed¬ 
ings. 

Gasco  proposes  to  commence  sales  to 
Transco  on  October  1,  1975.  Initially, 
Gas(x>  would  a(xiulre  gas  for  such  salea 
from  Shell  Oil  Company  f rcHn  Block  130, 
Ship  Shoal  Area,  Offshin’e  Louisiana. 

’The  application  explains  that  under 
the  propo^  arrangement  Gasco  would 
have  greater  ability  to  obtain  funds  for 
financing  advance  payment  agreements  , 
than  Transco  because  Gas(x>  would  not 
be  subject  to  the  restrictions  in  Trans- 
co’s  debt  instruments.  The  apidication 
represents  that  at  May  31, 1975,  Transco 
had  advance  payments  outstanding  of 
some  $103,300,000  and  commitments  to 
make  addition^  advances  amounting  to 
several  hundred  million  dollars  but  that 
the  restrictions  in  Transco’s  long  term 
debt  instruments  are  expected  to  prevent 
it  from  borrowing  the  additional  funds 
to  make  further  advances  in  1976  and 
beyond.  The  application  states  that  im¬ 
plementation  at  the  proposal  would  as¬ 
sure  the  continued  availability  to  Trans¬ 
co’s  customers  of  vitally  needed  gas 
supplies. 

The  filing  was  noticed  on  July  22, 1975 
with  responses  due  on  or  before  August 
8,  1975.  Several  petitions  to  intervene 
were  filed.* 

Our  review  of  Gasco’s  application  in¬ 
dicates  that  it  ie  not  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  should  not  be  approved.  We  find 
that  the  end  result  of  the  proposal  would 
be  to  give  Transco  the  right  to  perma¬ 
nently  track  advance  pasrmente  from 
Gasco  imder  the  guise  of  purchased  gas 
costs,  and  would  thus  circumvent  the 
present  advance  payments  program  re¬ 
quirements  and  our  implementation  of 


•  Petitions  wwe  filed  by  Elizabethtown 
Gas  Company,  Piedmont  Natural  Gas  Ckun- 
pany,  Brooklyn  Union  Gas  (tompany.  Public 
Service  Electric  and  Gas  Company,  Phila¬ 
delphia  Electric  Ckmapany,  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company,  of  America,  Washingtmi  Gas 
Light  Company,  (Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
(7orp(Mation  and  Pennsylvania  Gas  and 
Water  Company. 
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tracUng  authority  thereunder.  We  have 
only  permitted  pennanent  tracking  au¬ 
thority  Tor  purchased  gas  and  research 
and  development  costs*  as  well  as,  In 
certain  Instances.*  demand  charge  rate 
adjustments.  Tracking  authority  for  oth¬ 
er  costs,  such  as  advance  payments,  has 
only  been  granted  as  part  of  an  a]X>n>ved 
rate  settlement  agreement  wherein  the 
Commission  has  reviewed  all  of  the  pipe¬ 
line’s  costs  Including  the  cost  item  to  be 
tracked,  as  well  as  revenues,  and  has  de¬ 
termined  that  a  tracking  provision  for 
such  costs  Is  proper  for  the  period  the 
settlement  remains  In  effect;  l.e.,  until 
the  next  major  rate  change,  pursuant  to 
Section  4  or  5  of  the  Natural  Oas  Act. 
becomes  effective.  At  the  time  such  a 
major  rate  change  occurs,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  required  that  the  temporary 
tracking  authority  allowed  by  the  settle¬ 
ment  be  terminate.* 

In  light  of  the  above,  we  shall  deny 
Gasco’s  iq}plicatlon. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Gk>od  cause 
exists  to  deny  Qasco’s  July  2, 1975,  appli¬ 
cation. 

(2)  Participation  in  this  proceeding  by 
the  aforementioned  petitioners  may  be 
in  the  pvtollc  Interest. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Gasco’s 
July  2, 1975,  application  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  in  this  docket  Is 
hereby  d^led. 

(B)  The  aforementioned  petitioners 
are  her^y  permitted  to  Intervene  in  this 
proceeding,  subject  to  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however.  That  participation  of  such  in¬ 
terveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters 
affecting  asserted  rights  and  interests  as 
specifically  set  forth  in  their  petitions  to 
Intervene:  And  provided,  further.  That 
the  admission  of  such  interveners  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recoemition  by  the 
Commission  that  these  intervenors  mlsht 
be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order  or 
ord^s  of  the  Commission  entered  in  this 
proceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Pedekal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  P.  Pluicb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-28267  Filed  10-20-75:8:45' am) 


*Sectt(HU  154.38(d)  (4)  and  (5)  ol  the 
C<»Dml8ilon’8  Begulatlone. 

*  Older  Mot,  499,  60  FPC  2111,  Issued  De¬ 
cember  29,  1973,  In  Docket  Mo.  ItM74-4; 

Southern  Matural  Oas  Company,  -  FPC 

-  Issued  AprU  13.  1973,  In  Docket  No. 

RP73-91,  et  al.;  rehearing  denied - FPC 

- ,  Issued  June  8,  1973;  Northern  Matural 

Oas  Company, - FPC,  Issued  Iday  20. 1974, 

In  Dodwt  Mo.  BP74-80:  rehearing  denied  In 

perUnent  part - ITC - Issued  July  16, 

1974,  Florida  Oas  Transmission  C(Hiq>any. 

- FPC - Issued  May  29, 1974,  In  Docket 

No.  BP74-80.  Columbia  Oas  TTansmlsBlon 

Corporation. - FPC - Issued  March  24, 

1976.  In  Docket  Mo.  RF74-82;  C(4\imbla  Oas 

Transmission  Corporation,  et  al.  -  FPC 

- -  Issued  July  14,  1976,  In  Docket  Nos. 

RP76-106  et  al. 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
ABILENE  CO. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Abilene  Company,  Abilene,  Kansas,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  approval  under 
§  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  C<Hnpany 
Act  (12  n.S.C.  1842(a)  (1)  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  through  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  80  per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting 
shares  of  The  Abilene  National  Bank, 
Abilene,  Kansas.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment ,on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be  received 
not  later  than  November  17,  1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  October  14,  1975. 

[SEAL]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

|PB  Doc.76-28311  Piled  10-20-76:8:46  am] 


'  CENTURY  FINANCIAL  CORPORATION 
OF  MICHIGAN 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Century  Financial  Corporation  of 
Michigaii,  Saginaw,  Michigan,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  the  Board’s  aimroval  imder  S  3 
(a)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Cemmany 
Act  (12  n.S.C.  1842(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  100 
per  cent  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  the  voting  shares  of  Second 
National  Bank  of  Bay  City,  Bay  City, 
Michigan.  The  factors  that  are  consid¬ 
ered  in  acting  on  the  application  are  set 
forth  in  S  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  cdfice  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  sulxnit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be  received 
not  later  than  November  13, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  October  10,  1975. 

Iseal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc.75-38312  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  sm] 


CHEMICAL  BANK 

Order  Approvii^;  Application  for  Merger  of 
Banka 

Ch«nical  Bank,  New  York,  New  York 
(“Chemical  Bank’’),  a  member  State 
bunk  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  has 
iqipUed  for  the  Board’s  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Bank  Merger  Act  (12  T7.S.C. 
1828(c) )  of  the  merger  of  that  bank  with 
Chemical  Bank  of  Suffolk,  National  As¬ 


sociation,  Smithtown,  New  York  (“Suf¬ 
folk  Bank”) ,  under  the  charter  and  title 
of  Chemical  Bank.  Incident  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger,  the  present  offices  of  Suf¬ 
folk  Bank  would  become  branch  offices  of 
the  resulting  bank. 

As  required  by  the  Act,  notice  of  the 
proposed  merger,  in  a  form  approved  by 
the  Board,  has  been  published,  and  the 
Board  has  requested  reports  on  com¬ 
petitive  factors  from  the  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency, 
and  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration.  ’The  Board  has  considered  the 
application  and  all  comments  and  re¬ 
ports  received  in  the  light  of  the  factors 
set  forth  in  the  Act. 

Chemical  Bank  operates  248  domestic 
offices  with  aggregate  deposits  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $13.6  billion.*  These  deposits 
represent  10  per  cent  of  total  domestic 
deposits  in  commercial  banks  in  New 
Yoik  State  and  11  per  orait  (ff  such  de¬ 
posits  in  the  New  York  Metropolitan 
market.*  Suffolk  Bank  (derates  13  offices 
and  holds  deposits  of  approximately  $68 
million,  representing  0.01  per  cent  of 
total  deposits  in  commercial  banks  in  the 
State,  and  0.1  per  cent  of  such  deposits  in 
the  relevant  market.  Both  Chemical 
Bank  and  Suffolk  Bank  are  subsidiaries 
of  Chemical  New  York  Corporation,  New' 
York,  New  York,  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  with  eight  subsidiary  banks  with 
aggregate  dmnestic  deposits  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $13.8  billion.  Since  both  banks  in¬ 
volved  in  the  subject  proposal  are  sub¬ 
sidiaries  of  the  same  holding  company 
consummation  of  the  proposal  would  not 
eliminate  any  existing  or  potential  com¬ 
petition,  increase  the  concentration  of 
banking  resources,  nor  have  an  adverse 
effect  on  other  banks  within  the  relevant 
market.  Therefore,  the  Board  concludes 
that  conmetitive  considerations  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  approval  of  the  merger. 

It  is  expect^  that  the  merger  will 
result  in  some  improvement  in  the  finan¬ 
cial  position  of  Chemical  Bank  as  a  result 
of  increased  operating  efficiencies 
through  the  elimination  of  certain  offices 
of  the  two  banks  that  are  presently  in 
close  proximity.  Thus,  the  banking  fac¬ 
tors  l^d  some  weight  toward  approval 
of  the  application.  Although  Chemical 
Bank  proposes  no  major  changes  in  its 
services  or  operations  as  a  result  of  the 
proposed  merger,  considerations  relating 
to  the  convenience  and  needs  of  the  com¬ 
munities  to  be  served  are  consistent  with 
aiH>roval  of  the  application.  Accordingly, 
it  is  the  Board’s  judgment  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger  wcNild  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  that  the  application  should 
be  approved. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  sum- 


'  All  tMtnkliig  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1975. 

*T1m  NSW  York  MetropoUtaH  market,  the 
relevant  hanking  market  for  purposes  of 
analyalng  the  oompstttlva  effects  oi  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger.  Is  approximated  hy  New  York 
City  and  Nassau,  Putnam,  Borland,  Wsst- 
chester  Counti^  and  wsstem  Suffolk 
Ooimty,  aU  In  Mew  York;  and  nearby  portions 
of  Mew  Jersey  and  Connecticut. 
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marlzed  above.  The  tramaction  shall  not 
be  made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calen¬ 
dar  day  following  the  date  of  this  Order 
or  (b)  later  than  three  months  after  the 
date  of  this  Order,  unless  such  period  is 
extended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board,  or 
by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New 
York  pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.* 
effective  October  8.  1975. 

[SEAL]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  t)oc.76-28313  Piled  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


FIRST  NATIONAL  HOLDING  CORP. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of  First  Atlanta  Life 
Insurance  Company 

First  National  Holding  Corporation. 
Atlanta,  Georgia,  has  applied,  pursuant 
to  S  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com- 
pany  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4 (b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation 
T,  for  permission  to  acquire  voting 
shares  of  First  Atlanta  Life  Insurance 
Company,  Phoenix,  Arizona.  Notice  of 
the  application  was  published  on  August 
23, 1975  in  The  Arizcma  Republic,  a  news¬ 
paper  circulated  in  Phoenix,  Arizona, 
and  in  The  Atlanta  Constitution,  a  news¬ 
paper  circulated  in  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

Applicant  states  That  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  de  novo  in  un¬ 
derwriting,  as  reinsurer,  credit  life  and 
credit  disability  insmance  dlrecUy 
related  to  extensions  of  credit  by  offices 
of  Applicant’s  subsidiary,  Gtilf  Finance 
Corporation  of  Mississippi.  Such  activi¬ 
ties  have  been  specified  by  the  Board  in 
§  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  permissi¬ 
ble  for  bank  holding  companies,  subject 
to  Board  approval  of  individual  propos¬ 
als  in  accoi^ance  with  the  procedures 
of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consmn- 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effici¬ 
ency.  that  outweigh  possible  adverse  ef¬ 
fects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of  re- 
somces,  decreased  or  unfair  competition, 
confiicts  of  Interests,  or  unsound  bank¬ 
ing  practices.” 

Any  request  for  a  hearing  on  this  ques¬ 
tion  should  be  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  summarizing  the  evidence  the  per¬ 
son  requesting -the  hearing  proposes  to 
submit  or  to  elicit  at  the  hearing  and  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  why  this  matter 
should  not  be  resolved  without  a  hearing. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gover- 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
BidtcheU  and  Governors  Bucher,  Holland. 
Ooldwell  and  Jackson.  Absent  and  not  vot¬ 
ing:  Chairman  Bums  and  Governor  Walllch. 


nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington.  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
November  13, 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  October  10,  1975. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 
[PR  Doc.75-28314  Plied  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


THE  SUMIMOTO  BANK  LTD. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

The  Sumimoto  Bank  limited.  Osaka, 
Japan,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  Si3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  (12  UB.C.  1842(a)  (3)  > 
to  exercise  its  preemptive  rights  to  ac¬ 
quire  addlticmal  i^ares  of  Central  Pa¬ 
cific  Bank,  Honolulu,  Hawaii  (“Bank”) . 
As  a  result  of  the  exercise  of  those  rights, 
the  Applicant  would  continue  to  hold  13.7 
per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  act¬ 
ing  on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
s  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco.  Any  person  wishing  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  application  should  submit 
views  in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  November  13,  1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  October  10, 1975. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.75-28315  PUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


WESTBANCO,  INC. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Westbanco.  Inc.,  Westville,  Illinois,  has 
applied  for  the  Board’s  ai^roval  under 
§  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  n.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a 
bulk  holding  company  through  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  80  per  cent  or  more  of  the  voting 
shares  of  The  First  National  Bank  of 
Westville,  Westville,  Illinois.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be  rec^ved 
not  later  than  November  13,  1975. 

Board  ot  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  October  10, 1975. 

[SEAL]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Board. 

(PB  Doc.75-28316  PUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[AA1021-147] 

ELECTRIC  GOLF  CARS  FROM  POLAND 
Determination  of  Injury 

Septembbr  16. 1975.  ' 
On  June  16,  1975,  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  received 
advice  from  the  D^iartment  of  the 
Treasury  that  electric  golf  cars  from 
P(dand  are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold 
in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  am«ided  (19 
U.S.C.  160(a) ) .  Accordingly,  aa  June  20, 
1975,  the  Commission  instituted  investi¬ 
gation  No.  AA1921-147  under  section  201 
(a)  of  said  act  to  determine  whether  an 
Industry  in  the  United  States  is  being  or 
is  likely  to  be  injured,  or  is  prevented 
from  being  established,  by  reason  of  the 
importation  of  such  electric  golf  cars  into 
the  United  States. 

Notice  of  the  institution  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  and  of  a  public  hearing  tp  be  held 
in  connection  therewith  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  June  26.  1975 
(40  FR  27079) .  ’The  hearing  was  held  on 
July  29  and  30. 1975. 

In  arriving  at  its  determination,  the 
Commission  gave  due  ccmsideratiim  to  all 
written  sulnnlsslons  fimn  interested 
parties,  evidence  adduced  at  the  hearing, 
ahd  all  factual  information  obtained  by 
the  Ccxnmission’s  staff  from  question¬ 
naires.  personal  interviews,  and  other 
sources. 

On  the  basis  of  the  investigation,  toe 
Commission  has  determined  by  a  vote  of 
5  to  1  (Commissioner  Moore  dissenting) 
that  an  industry  in  the  United  States  is 
being  injured  by  reason  of  toe  imixnrta- 
tion  of  electric  golf  cars  from  Poland  that 
are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  toe  meaning  of 
toe  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended. 

Statement  or  Reasons  foe  Affirmative 
Determination  of  Commissioners 
Leonard,  Minchew,  Bedell,  and 
Parker* 

In  our  opinion,  an  industry  in  the 
United  States  is  being  injured  by  reason 
of  toe  importation  into  the  Unit^  States 
of  electric  golf  cars  from  Poland  which 
are  being,  or  are  likdy  to  be.  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  (LTW)  within  the 
meaning  oi  toe  Antidumping  Act,  1921, 
as  amended.  The  reasons  in  suppmrt  of 
this  determination  are  set  fmih  below. 

Injured  industry 

The  imported  artldes  found  to  be  sold 
at  LTFV  by  the  D^iartment  of  toe 
Treasury  and  the  Imported  articles  cov¬ 
ered  by  toe  CmnmlsskNi’s  notice  of  in¬ 
vestigation  in  this  iMoceedlng  are  elec¬ 
tric  golf  cars  (units  powered  by  electric 


1  Commissioner  Ablondl  concun  In  the  re¬ 
sult. 
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storage  batteries).  However,  in  making 
the  determination  in  this  case,  the  in¬ 
dustry  we  have  concluded  is  l^ing  in¬ 
jured  consists  of  the  producing  facilities 
in  the  United  States  devoted  to  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  gasoline  golf  cars  (units-pow- 
ered  by  internal  combustion  engines)  as 
•  well  as  electric  golf  cars.*  There  are  13 
producers  of  golf  cars  in  the  United 
States.  Some  of  these  producers  make 
both  gasoline  and  electric  golf  cars;  the 
remaining  producers  make  only  electric 
golf  cars.  The  domestic  facilities  used  and 
many  of  the  production  processes  in¬ 
volve  are  the  same  for  both  electric  and 
gasoline  golf  cars.  To  say  there  is  an 
electric  golf  car  industry  s^>arate  and 
apart  from  the  gasoline  golf  car  indus¬ 
try  would  be  to  artificially  and  arbitrar¬ 
ily  segment  directly  competitive  articles 
made  in  integrated  facilities  in  an  inte¬ 
grated  industry. 

The  LTFV  imports 

Treasm'y’s  LTFV  determination  is 
based  upon  an  examination  of  all  entries 
of  electric  golf  cars  Imported  from 
Poland  during  the  10-month  period 
December  1973  through  Sept^ber  1974. 
Tresisury  found  that  100  percent  of  the 
sales  were  made  at  LTFV  and  that  the 
margins  of  dtunping  *  were  substantial, 
exceeding  20  percent.  Moreover,  the 
Commission’s  investigation  disclosed  that 
these  margins  of  dumping  were  in  most 
instances  large  enou^  to  account  for 
the  entire  amount  by  which  the  LTFV 
Imports  undersold  domestically  produced 
golf  cars. 

Market  penetration  and  lost  sales 

The  first  indication  of  injiuir  to  the 
golf  car  industry  in  the  United  States 
is  that  Industry’s  lost  sales  refiected  in 
the  penetration  of  the  U.S.  market  by 
the  LTFV  imports.  Polish  golf  cars, 
vdiich  first  entered  the  U.S.  market  in 
1971,  rapidly  increased  as  a  share  the 
U.S.  market  for  all  golf  cars  from  zero 
percent  in  1970  to  12  percent  in  1974  and 
to  18  percent  in  January-June  1975.  The 
number  of  units  imported  increased 
annually  from  959  cars  in  1971  to  6,897 
cars  in  1974;  imports  increased  again 
dining  January-Jime  1975,  when  they 
were  about  60  percent  greater  than  dur¬ 
ing  January-June  1974.  The  rapid  in¬ 
crease  in  Imports  was  accompanied  by  a 
leveling  ofl  of  U.S.  production  of  golf  cars 
in  1974  and  a  precipitous  decline  in  U.S. 
output  during  January-Jime  1975. 

The  import  penetration  cited  above 
occurred  in  the  presence  of  a  ready  de¬ 
mand  for  golf  carts.  Golf  counses,  the 
purchasers  of  very  nearly  all  golf  cars, 
have  a  need  and  a  desire  for  golf  cars 
and  are  going  to  buy  cars,  regardless  of 


*  See  the  discussion  of  industry  In  Lock-*n 
Amplifiers  end  Pmrts  Thereof  from  the 
United  Kingdom,  USITC  PubUcatlon  736,  p. 
4,  July  1976. 

tTbe  nuu'gius  In  this  case  were  figured  by 
determining  the  difference  between  the  pur¬ 
chase  price  of  the  Polish  golf  cars  and  a 
constructed  value  based  upon  golf  cars 
produced  in  Canada  by  the  Marathon  Oolf 
Car  Co. 


their  origin.  The  fact  that  they  bought 
the  substantial  number  of  imported  golf 
cars  sold  at  LTFV  Indicated  above  meant 
that  they  did  not  buy  domestic  golf  cars. 
There  were  virtually  no  other  imports 
available  to  the  U.S.  market.  Clearly,  the 
market  poietration  by  the  LTFV  im¬ 
ported  merchandise  meant  lost  sales  to 
the  domestic  industry  and,  therefore,  in¬ 
jury  to  the  domestic  industry. 

Loss  of  profits 

While  lost  sales  of  the  magnitude  in¬ 
dicated  by  the  import  penetration  dis¬ 
cussed  above  is  sufficient  to  result  in  a 
determination  of  injury  under  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  injury  to  the  domestic  golf 
car  industry  is  also  present  in  the  form 
of  reduced  profits  following  not  only  as 
a  result  of  the  lost  sales  but  more  dhectly 
as  a  result  of  an  inability  to  raise’prices 
enoiigh  to  cover  sharply  rising  costs. 

Golf  cars  imported  from  Poland  have 
consistently  undersold  domestically  pro¬ 
duced  cars  by  varying  and  usually  signifi¬ 
cant  margins.  As  indicated  previously, 
the  margins  of  dumping  found  in  this 
case  by  Treasury  were  in  most  instances 
large  enough  to  account  for  the  entire 
amount  by  which  LTFV  Imports  under¬ 
sold  domestically  produced  golf  cars. 
Such  sales,  in  the  face  of  a  constant  de¬ 
mand,  necessarily  had  an  advise  com¬ 
petitive  Impact  on  U.S.  producers  and 
affected  their  ability  to  relate  their  sell¬ 
ing  prices  more  closely  to  the  rapidly 
increasing  costs  of  manufacturing  during 
a  period  of  great  inflation  in  such  costs. 
Domestic  producers  could  not  increase 
their  prices  in  1974  (after  price  controls 
had  been  lifted)  and  January-June  1975 
to  fully  offset  their  increased  costs  with¬ 
out  risking  an  additional  loss  of  market 
share  to  LTFV  Imports. 

Data  obtained  by  the  Commission  from 
five  large  U.S.  producers  of  golf  cars, 
which  firms  account  for  the  great  bulk 
of  total  U.S.  production,  show  that  the 
aggregated  net  operating  profits  of  these 
producers  declined  from  about  $4.8  mil¬ 
lion  per  year  during  1971-73  to  a  net 
operating  loss  of  $0.1  million  in  1974  and 
a  loss  of  $0.9  million  for  January-Jime 
1975.  Further,  1974  and  January-June 
1975  w^e'  marked  by  announcements 
that  two  large  U.S.  producers  of  golf  cars 
woifid  discontinue  ptoducUon  of  these 
articles.  This  drastic  change  in  the  profit¬ 
ability  of  the  domestic  producers  is  at¬ 
tributable  part  to  a  loss  of  market 
share  to  LTFV  imports  and  to  an  inabil¬ 
ity  of  the  domestic  producers  to  raise 
their  prices  sufficiently  to  cover  higher 
costs  smd  return  a  reasonable  profit  In 
the  face  lower  priced  LTFV  imports  in 
the  U.S.  market. 

Causation 

Notwithstanding  the  effective  distri¬ 
bution  and  service  organization  employed 
by  the  domestic  industry,  as  well  as  the 
comparsd)le  quality  of  the  imported  and 
domestic  golf  cars,  the  imported  Polish 
golf  cars  have  made  substantial  inroads 
into  the  U.S.  market.  While  a  segment  of 
the  UH.  industry,  i.e.,  gasoline  golf  car 
production,  may  well  have  been  affected 


by  tlie  energy  shortage  in  1973  and  1974, 
and  while  there  is  other  evidence  that 
labor  and  management  difficulties  may 
have  existed  for  some  producers,  never¬ 
theless,  the  successful  marketing  of  the 
imported  goK  cars  is  largely  attributable 
to  their  significantly  lower  prices  made 
possible  by  substantial  dumping  margins. 
Thus,  the  injury  suffered  by  the  domestic 
golf  car  Industry  in  the  form  of  a  re¬ 
duced  share  of  the  market  and  a  declin¬ 
ing  profit  position  is  “by  reason  of,”  as 
such  phrase  is  used  in  the  Antidumping 
Act,  the  importation  of  the  golf  cars  from 
Poland  sold  at  LTFV. 

Conclusion 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  an  af-. 
firmative  determination  is  required;  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is  being  in¬ 
jured  by  reason  of  the  importation  into 
the  United  States  of  electric  golf  cars 
from  Poland  which  are  being,  or  are  like¬ 
ly  to  be,  sold  at  LTFV. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  I  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  an  Industry  in  the  United 
States  is  not  being,  nor  is  likely  to  be 
injured  by  reason  of  the  importation  of 
golf  cars  from  Poland  sold  in  the  United 
States  at  less  than  fair  value.  Therefore, 

I  have  made  a  negative  determination 
in  this  case. 

As  a  postscript,  on  behalf  of  the  mil¬ 
lions  of  patrons  of  “the  ancient  and 
honorable  game”  of  golf,  I  am  saddened 
by  the  decision  of  the  majority.  Not  only 
do  I  believe  it  is  in  error,  but  I  am 
chagrined  by  the  thought  that  its  prob¬ 
able  result  will  be  an  increase  in  golf 
car  fees  at  hundreds  of  golf  courses 
throughout  the  land. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued;  September  16, 1965. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.75-28284  FUed  10-20-75;8:45  sm] 

NATIONAL  ENDOWMENT  FOR 
THE  HUMANITIES 

NATIONAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE  ' 
HUMANITIES  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

October  15,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463)  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
meeting  of  t^  NationaV  Council  <Ki  the 
Humanities  will  be  conducted  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  on  November  6  and  7,  1975. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  ad¬ 
vise  tile  Chairman  of  the  National  En¬ 
dowment  for  the  Humanities  with  re¬ 
spect  to  policies,  programs,  and  proce¬ 
dures  for  carrying  out  his  functions,  and 
to  review  apidicatlcms  for  financial  sup¬ 
port  and  gifts  offered  to  the  Endowment 
and  to  make  recommendations  thereon 
to  the  Chairman. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Shore- 
ham  Building,  006  15th  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  The  sessimi  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  meeting  on  November  6,  1975  and 
the  afternoon  session  on  November  7, 
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1975.  will  oonslda  financial  Infonnatloii 
and  powonnel  and  similar  fflea  tlie  dls- 
cloeure  of  which  would  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  inyaskm  of  privacy. 
Pursuant  to  authority  granted  me  by  ttie 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority  to 
Close  Advisory  Committee  Meetings, 
dated  August  13, 1973, 1  have  determined 
that  the  meeting  would  faU  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (3).  (4).  and  (8)  of  5  UJ3.C. 
552(b)  and  that  it  is  essential  to  close 
the  meeting  to  protect  the  free  exchange 
of  Internal  views  and  to  avoid  Interfer- 
ence  with  operation  of  the  committee. 

The  morning  session  on  November  7, 
1975  wUl  convene  at  9  am.  and  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  agenda  for  the 
morning  session  will  be  as  follows: 

n.  Minutks  or  TBx  PiKvxons  Mssmfo 
nx.  Rcpobts 

A.  Sununaiy  ot  Recent  Biisinese  end  In- 
troduotlon  of  New  Staff  Membere. 

B.  Appropriations  for  FT  1978. 

C.  Chairman’s  Orants. 

D.  Report  on  American  Issues  Fmtim. 

E.  Application  Report. 

P.  Gifts  and  Matching  Rep<^. 

O.  OouheU  Limeheon  Fund. 

H.  Resolution  of  Condolence  to  the  Family 
of  Hnnry  Allen  Moe,  First  Chairman  of  MEH 
and  to  the  Family  of  Stei^ien  3.  Wezler, 
Counsel,  Special  Subcommittee  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 


weaich  acihrltiM  and  potential  tax  the 
DBMed  Btatee  and  conaalt  on  prtiblemB 
in  ^  admtnlBtratton  of  research  sup¬ 
port. 

rsafeffM  4fewla;  Nooember  8 

t  am. — mtroduetory  Bemarks  axul  Re¬ 
sponse  to  Beconunendatlona  by  Taak  Groups, 
Chairman. 

0:20  am. — ^Tentative  Plans  fOr  MSP  Ad« 
Tlaory  Committee  Structure  In  1976,  Deputy 
Director.  NSF. 

10:30  am. — Report  by  Tub  Group  Ho.  10 — 
The  Social  Sciences  as  a  Research  Area  In  the 
National  Interest,  Chairman,  TG  10. 

Noon — ^Recess. 

1:15  pm. — ^Report  by  Task  Group  No.  IS — 
Larger  But  Fewer  Research  Grants  Research 
Equipment,  Chairman,  TO  IS. 

Progress  Repent  by  Task  Group  No.  13— 
Evaluatkm  of  a  Post  Grant  Kq;>eriment 
(IBP),  CBUrman,  TG  13. 

Re^rt  by  Task  Group  No.  11 — ^Review  and 
ETBtnatkm  of  Committee  Operation.  Chair¬ 
man,  TOtll. 

6  pm. — ^Adjourn. 

November  7 

9:80  am. — ^NSF  Reorganisation.  Further 
PlaeuMlon  of  MSP  Advisory  Committee 
Structure,  Director,  KSF. 

11  am.— As  needed.  Continued  Discussion 
of  Tssk  Group  Reports  and  Plans  for  1976. 

Noon — ^Recess. 

1  pm. — Continustlon  of  morning  discus¬ 
sions. 

S  pm. — ^Adjourn. 


Tentative  agenda:  Thuradag,  November  6 
(9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.) 

1.  Welcoming  Ronarks  by  Acting  As¬ 
sistant  Director  for  Science  Education. 

2.  Re<wganizati(ui  of  Scienoe  Educa¬ 
tion  Directorate. 

3.  Discussion  em  New  Science  Educa¬ 
tion  Programs:  A.  Comprehensive  As¬ 
sistance  to  Undergraduate  Science  Edu¬ 
cation  (CAUSE) ,  B.  Research  Initiation 
and  Support  (RIAS) . 

4.  Dl^ussion  of:  A.  Proposed  Pro¬ 
gram — Scienoe  for  Citizens,  B.  Develop¬ 
ment  of  the  Women  in  Science  Prognun. 

FRIDAY.  NOVEMBER  7  (9  a.m.  to 
3:30  p.m.) 

1.  Administrative  Matters. 

2.  Needs  Assessment  for  Education  in 
the  Sciences. 

3.  Remarlcs  by  the  Director.  NSF. 

4.  Review  of  Science  ^ucatlon  Pro¬ 
grams  and  Options  for  the  Future. 

Qail  A.  McHknrt, 
ActiTig  Committee 
Management  Olfioer. 

OCTOBKB  16,  1975. 

[FB  DO&76-S8336  FUsd  10-30-76:8:46  am] 


ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  SOCIAL 
PSYCHOLOGY 


ITie  remainder  of  the  proposed  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

It  Is  suggested  that  those  desiring  m<u« 
specific  information  contact  the  Advl- 
SOTy  Committee  Management  Oflicer,  Mr. 
John  W.  Jordan,  806  15th  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20506,  or  call  area  code 
202-382-2031. 

John  W.  Jokoan, 
Adviaory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-a8399  Filed  10-20-75;8:4&  am] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR  RESEARCH 
Open  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
the  National  Science  Foundation  an¬ 
nounces  the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Committee  for  Re¬ 
search. 

Date:  November  6  and  7. 1975. 

Time:  9  am.  on  11/6, 9:30  am  on  11/7. 
mace:  RM. '  540,  National  Science 
Foundation,  1800  D  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Type  of  meeting:  Open. 

Contact  person:  Mr.  Leonard  F.  Gard¬ 
ner,  Executive  Secretary,  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  for  Research,  Rm  302,  National 
Science  Foundation,  Washington.  D.C. 
20550,  tdephone  (202)  632-4278.  Anyone 
vdio  plans  to  attend  should  notify  Mr. 
Gardner  prior  to  the  meettaag. 

Summary  Minutes:  May  be  obtained 
from  the  Cmnmittee  Management  Coor¬ 
dination  Staff,  lifonagement  Analysis 
Office,  Rjn  248,  National  Science  Founda¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20550. 

Purpose  of  Advisory  Committee:  To 
provide  advice  and  counsel  concerning 


Gail  A.  McHxnry, 
Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

OCTOBBK  16, 1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-38836  FUsd  10-30-76;8:45  am] 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR  SCIENCE 

EDUCATION 

^Ipen  tfeefiog 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act.  Pub.  L.  92-463, 
the  National  Science  Foundation  an¬ 
nounces  the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Committee  for  Sci¬ 
ence  Education.  Date:  November  6  and  7, 
1975.  Time:  9  ajn.  each  day.  Place:  Rm 
543,  1800  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Type  of  meeting:  Opm. 

Ccmtact  pers(m:  Ms.  Frances  Watts, 
Staff  Assistant.  Directorate  for  Science 
Education,  Rm.  600-W,  Natioiml  Science 
Foundation,  Washington,  D.C.  20550, 
telephone  (202)  282-7930.  Anyone  who 
plans  to  attend  should  contact  Ms.  Watts 
by  October  31. 

Summary  minutes:  May  be  obtained 
from  the  Committee  Management  Co- 
ordinatiQQ  Staff,  Management  Analysle 
Office,  Rm  248,  National  Science  Foim- 
datlon.  Washington.  D.C.  20550. 

Purpose  of  advisory  committee:  To 
provide  advice  and  recommendations 
concerning  the  Impact  of  all  Foundation 
activities  (including  research;  sdoitlfie 
informatkm;  intematlanal  progrtanai  as 
wdl  as,  specifically,  **cducatlon”  pro¬ 
grams)  rdating  to  education  in  the 
sciences  in  UjEL  schools,  coQeges  and 
universities. 


Msoting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  C(»nmittee  Act.  Pub.  L.  92-463,  the 
National  Science  Foundatkm  announces 
the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Advisory  Panel  for  Social  Psy- 
(diology.  Date:  November  6  and  7.  1975. 
Time:  9  am  each  day.  Place:  Rm.  517, 
National  Science  Foundation.  1800  O 
Street,  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  Type  of 
meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  person:  Dr.  Roland  W.  Radloff, 
Program  Director  for  Social  Psychology. 
Bm.  205,  National  Science  Foundation. 
Washinghm,  D.C.  20550,  telephone  (202) 
632-5714. 

Purpose  of  Advisory  Pand:  To  provide 
advice  and  recommendations  concern¬ 
ing  support  for  reseandi  in  social  psy¬ 
chology. 

Agenda:  Review  and  evaluate  research 
iwoposals  that  have  been  assigned  to  the 
Social  Psychology  Program. 

Reason  for  closing:  The  proposals  be¬ 
ing  reviewed  contain  information  of  a 
proprietary  or  cmfidential  nature,  in¬ 
cluding  technical  information;  financial 
data,  such  as  salaries;  and  personal  in¬ 
formation  concerning  individuals  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  proposals.  These  matters 
are  within  the  exemptions  of  5  UJSkC.  552 
(b).  (4).  (5).  and  (6). 

Authoiity  to  close  meeting:  The  de¬ 
termination  made  on  February  21.  1975, 
by  the  Director  of  the  National  i^ence 
Foundation  pursuant  to  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  10((D  of  Pub.  L.  92-463. 

Gail  A.  McSbhkt. 

Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

OCTOBZB  16,  1975. 

[FR  DOC.75-3B337  FQed  10-30-78:8 :46  sm] 
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CONFERENCES  ON  RESEARCH 

INITIATION  AND  SUPPORT 

Meetings;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  7&-27559  ai%>earing  on  poge 
48188-48189  of  the  issue  for  Tuesday, 
October  14,  1975,  (Vol.  40— No.  199)  the 
telephone  number  listed  for  members  of 
the  public  to  call  if  they  wish  to  attend 
any  of  the  conferences  is  Incorrect.  TTie 
correct  number  is  (202)  282-7932. 

Fred  K.  Murakami, 
Management  Analysis  Officer. 

October  16,  1975. 

IFR  Doc.76-28338  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am) 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  THE 
PALO  VERDE  NUCLEAR  PLANT,  UNITS 
1,  2,  AND  3 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
SectUms  29  and  182b.  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.) ,  the 
ACRS  Subcommittee  on  the  Palo  Verde 
Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1,  2,  and  3  will  hold 
a  meeting  on  Novanber  5,  1975  in  Room 
1046,  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  con¬ 
tinue  its  review  of  the  application  of 
Arizona  Public  Service  Company  for  a 
permit  to  construct  this  idant. 

The  agenda  for  the  subject  meeting 
shall  be  as  follows: 

Wednesday,  November  5,  1975,  8:30 
am.  The  Subcommittee  will  meet  in 
closed  Executive  Session,  with  any  of  its 
consultants  who  may  be  present,  to:  1) 
explore  preliminary  opinions  regarding 
the  proposed  plant  construction  and  site, 

2)  discuss  suggestions  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  advanced  by  m«nbers  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  in  regard  to  ways  and  means 
to  develop  most  effectively  those  remain¬ 
ing  items  of  infommtion  which  are  re¬ 
quired  to  form  the  basis  for  a  Subcwn- 
mlttee  recommendation  to  the  full  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  3)  develop  a  detailed  plan 
for  coverage  of  all  agenda  items  during 
the  follow-cm  meeting  with  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  NRC  Staff  and  Applicant. 

9:00  a.m.  until  the  conclusion  of  busi¬ 
ness.  The  Subcommittee  will  meet  In 
open  session  to  hear  presentations  by 
*  represoitattives  of  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission  (NRC)  Staff  and  Ari¬ 
zona  Public  Service  Company  and  their 
consultants  concerning  the  apwplication 
for  a  construction  permit  for  the  Palo 
Verde  Plant. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  open  session, 
the  Subccmunittee  wLU  caucus  in  a  brief, 
closed  session  to  determine  whether  the 
matters  identified  in  the  initial  closed 
session  have  been  adequately  covered  and 
whether  the  project  is  rea^  for  review 
by  the  full  Committee.  During  the  session 
SubccHiunittee  members  and  consultimts 
will  discuss  their  final  (g>inions  and  rec¬ 
ommendations  on  these  matters.  Upon 
conclusion  of  this  caucus,  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  will  meet  again  in  brief  open  ses¬ 
sion  to  Minounce  its  detenninaticm. 


In  addition  to  these  closed  d^lberative 
sessions,  it  may  be  necessary  for  the  Sub- 
commit^  to  hold  one  (mt  more  closed 
sessions  for  the  purpose  of  exiHoring  witib 
the  NRC  Staff  and  Applicant  matters  in¬ 
volving  proiMietazy  information,  particu¬ 
larly  with  regard  to  specific  features  of 
the  plant  design  and  plans  r^ted  to 
plant  security. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
Subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  conduct  the  above 
closed  sessions  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  internal  views  in  the  final 
stages  of  the  Subcommittee’s  deliberative 
process  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (5) )  and  to  pro¬ 
tect  confidential  proprietary  or  plant  se¬ 
curity  information  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) ) . 
Separation  of  factual  material  from  in¬ 
dividuals’  advice,  opinions,  and  recom¬ 
mendations  while  closed  Executive  Ses¬ 
sions  are  in  progress  is  considered  im¬ 
practical. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule.  The  Chairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting 
in  a  manner  that,  in  his  judgment,  will 
facilitate  the  orderly  Conduct  of  busi¬ 
ness,  including  provisions  to  carry  over 
an  incompleted  open  session  from  one 
day  to  the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  the  agenda  items 
may  do  so  by  providing  a  readily  repro¬ 
ducible  copy  to  the  Subcommittee  at  the 
begiiming  of  the  meeting.  Comments 
should  be  limited  to  safety  related  areas 
within  the  Committee’s  purview. 

Persons  desiring  to  mail  written  com¬ 
ments  may  do  so  by  sending  a  readily 
reproducible  copy  thereof  in  time  for 
consideration  at  this  meeting.  Comments 
postmarked  no  later  than  October  29, 
1975  to  Mr.  Q.  Quittschreiber,  ACfflE, 
NRC,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  will  nor¬ 
mally  be  received  in  time  to  be  considered 
at  this  meeting. 

Backgroimd  information  concerning 
items  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting 
can  be  foimd  in  documents  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  at  the 
Phoenix  Public  Library,  Science  and  In¬ 
dustry  Section,  12  East  McDowell  Road, 
Phoenix,  AZ  85004. 

(b)  Those  persons  wishing  to  make  an 
oral  statement  at  the  meeting  should 
make  a  written  request  to  do  so,  identi¬ 
fying  the  topics  and  desired  presentation 
time  so  that  appropriate  arrangements 
QiRw  be  made.  The  Committee  will  receive 
oral  statements  on  topics  relevant  to  the 
Committee’s  purview  at  an  appropriate 
time  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Subcommittee. 

(c)  Further  information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled, 
the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for 
the  opportunity  to  present  oral  state¬ 
ments  and  the  time  allotted  therefor 
can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone 


call  on  November  4, 1975  to  the  Office  of 
the  Executive  Director  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  (teleihone  202/634-1374,  Attn:  Mr. 

O.  Quit^hreiber)  between  8:15  a.m. 
and  5:00  pm.,  E3T. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propbimded  only 
by  members  of  the  Subcommittee  and 
its  consultants. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will 
not  interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the 
meeting,  will  be  permitted  both  before 
and  after  the  meeting  and  during  any 
recess.  The  use  of  such  equipment  will 
not,  however,  be  allowed  while  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  in  session. 

(f )  PersOTVs  with  agreements  or  orders 
permitting  access  to  proprietary  infor¬ 
mation,  other  than  plant  security  infor¬ 
mation,  may  attend  portions  of  ACRS 
meetings  where  this  material  is  being 
discussed  upon  confirmation  that  such 
agreements  are  effective  and  relate  to 
the  material  being  discussed. 

The  Executive  Director  of  the  ACRS 
should  be  informed  of  such  an  agreement 
at  least  three  working  days  prior  to  the 
meeting  so  that  the  agreement  can  be 
confirmed  and  a  determination  can  be 
made  regarding  the  applicability  of  th« 
agreement  to  the  material  that  will  be 
discussed  during  the  meeting.  Minimum 
information  provided  should  include  in¬ 
formation  regarding  the  date  of  the 
agreement,  the  scope  of  material  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  agreement,  the  project 
or  projects  involved,  and  the  names  and 
titles  of  the  persons  signing  the  agree¬ 
ment.  Additional  information  may  be 
requested  to  identify  the  specific  agree¬ 
ment  involved.  A  copy  of  the  executed 
agreement  should  be  provided  to  Mr.  G. 
Quittschreiber  of  the  ACRS  Office,  prior 
to  the  beginning  of  the  meeting. 

(g)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  on  or  after  Novem¬ 
ber  12,  1975  at  the  NRC  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room,  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  and  at  the  Phoenix  Public  Li¬ 
brary,  Science  and  Industry  Section,  12 
East  McDowell  Road,  Phoenix,  AZ  85004. 
Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  made  available  for  inspection  at 
the  NRC  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  after 
February  5, 1976.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
upon  payment  of  appropriate  charges. 

Dated:  October  16, 1975. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 

Management  Officer. 
[FB  Doc.75-28414  Filed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  REG¬ 
ULATORY  GUIDES 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  of 
Sections  29  and  182  b.  of  the  Atomic 
Eneigy  Act  (42  U.S.C.  2039,  2232  b.) ,  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards  Subcommittee  on  Regulatory 
Guides  will  hold  a  meeting  on  Novem- 
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ber  5.  1975  in  Room  1062.  1717  H  Street 
NW..  Washington.  D.C.  This  meeting  will 
have  both  open  and  closed  sessions. 

The  following  constitutes  that  portion 
of  the  Subcommittee’s  agenda  for  the 
above  meeting  which  will  be  (gien  to  Uie 
public: 

Wednesday,  November  5,  1975,  9:00 
a.m.  until  about  11:30  a.m.  The  Subcom¬ 
mittee  will  hear  presentations  from  the 
NRC  Staff  and  will  hold  discussions  with 
this  group  pertinent  to  the  following 
items: 

1.  Regulatory  Guide  1.89.  Rev.  1.  “Qual¬ 
ification  of  Class  IE  Equipment  for  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plants.”  Draft  2.  dated  July 

1.  1971. 

2.  Regulatory  Guide  1.94.  Rev.  1.  “Qual¬ 
ity  Assiuance  Requirements  for  Installa¬ 
tion.  Inspection  and  Testing  of  Struc¬ 
tural  Cmicrete  and  Structural  Steel  Dur¬ 
ing  the  Construction  Kiase  of  Nuclear 
Power  Plants.” 

3.  Regulatory  Guide  1.96.  Rev.  1,  “De¬ 
sign  of  Main  Steam  Isolation  Valve  Leak¬ 
age  Control  Systems  for  Boiling  Water 
Nuclear  Power  Plants.” 

In  connection  with  the  above  agenda 
Items,  the  Subcommittee  may  hold  one 
or  more  Executive  Sessions,  not  open  to 
the  public,  at  approximately  8:30  am. 
and  11:30  am.  on  November  5  to  con¬ 
sider  matters  related  to  the  above  re¬ 
views.  These  sessions  will  involve  an  ex¬ 
change  of  cg)inlons  and  discussions  of 
preliminary  ^ewrs  and  recommendations 
of  Subcommittee  members  and  internal 
deliberations  for  the  purpose  of  formu¬ 
lating  recommendations  to  the  ACRS. 

After  the  above  portion  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  is  concluded,  the  Subcommittee  will 
meet  in  closed  sessions  with  the  NRC 
Staff  and  any  consultants  at  about  11:30 
am.  until  the  close  of  business  to  discuss 
the  following  working  papers: 

1.  “Criteria  for  Safety-Related  Elec¬ 
tric  Power  Systems  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants.”  Revision  1  to  Regulatory  Guide 
1. 

2.  “Preoperational  Startup  Test  Pro¬ 
grams  fcMT  Water  Cooled  Reactor  Power 
Plants.”  Revision  1  to  Regulatory  Guide 
1.68. 

3.  "Design  Limits.  Loading  Combina¬ 
tions.  and  Supplementary  Criteria  for 
Class  I  Linear  Tsrpe  Componmt  Sup¬ 
ports.”  Regulatory  Gtiide  IXX. 

4.  "Criteria  for  Plugging  Degraded 
Pressurized  Water  Reactor  Steam  Gen¬ 
erator  Tubes,”  Regulatory  Guide  IJOL 

5.  "Protection  of  Nuclear  Power  Plants 
Against  Industrial  Sabotage,”  Revision  1 
to  Regulatory  Guide  1.17. 

6.  “Quality  Gb-oup  Classifications  and 
Standards  for  Water-.  Steam-,  and 
Radioactive-Waste-Containing  Compo¬ 
nents  of  Nuclear  Power  Plants,”  Revi¬ 
sion  1  to  Regulatory  Guide  1.26. 

7.  “Seismic  Design  Classification,”  Re¬ 
vision  2  to  R^nilatory  Guide  1.29. 

This  portion  of  the  meeting  may  In¬ 
clude  Executive  SessloiM  both  before  and 
after  the  closed  sessions  with  the  NRC 
Staff. 

I  have  detehnined.  in  accordance  with 
Subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  it  is  necessary  to  conduct  the  above 


closed  sessions  to  protect  the  free  inter¬ 
change  of  int^nal  views  in  the  final 
stages  of  the  Subcommittee’s  deliberative 
process  and  that  otiier  closed  sessitms 
will  be  held  to  discuss  and  exchange 
views  cm  working  papers  (5  UB.C.  552 
(b) ) .  Separation  of  factual  material  from 
individuals’  advice,  opinions,  and  recom¬ 
mendations  while  closed  Executive  Ses- 
sicms  are  in  progress  is  considered  im¬ 
practical. 

Practical  considerations  may  dictate 
alterations  in  the  above  agenda  or  sched¬ 
ule.  The  diairman  of  the  Subcommittee 
is  empowered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a 
manner  that,  in  his  judgment,  will 
facilitate  the  orderly  conduct  of  business, 
including  provisions  to  carry  over  an  in- 
completed  (^)en  session  from  one  day  to 
the  next. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements  shall  apply: 

(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  written 
statements  regarding  Regulatory  Guides 
1.89,  1.94,  and  1.96  may  do  so  by  provid¬ 
ing  a  readily  reproducible  copy  to  the 
Subcommittee  at  the  beginning  of  the 
meeting.  Such  comments  shall  be  based 
upon  documents  on  file  and  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  CTmnmission’s  Public  Docmnent 
Room,  1717  H  St..  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 
20555. 

Persons  desiring  to  mall  written  com¬ 
ments  may  do  so  by  sending  a  readily  re¬ 
producible  copy  thereof  in  time  for  con¬ 
sideration  at  this  meeting.  Comments 
postmarked  no  later  than  October  29, 
1975  to  Mr.  G.  Quittschreiber,  ACTIS, 
NRC,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  will  nor¬ 
mally  be  received  in  time  to  be  considered 
at  this  meeting. 

(b)  ’Those  persons  wishing  to  make  an 
oral  statement  at  the  meeting  should 
make  a  written  request  to  do  so,  identify¬ 
ing  the  topics  and  desired  presentation 
time  so  that  appropriate  arrangements 
can  be  made.  The  Conunittee  will  receive 
oral  statements  on  topics  relevant  to  the 
Committee’s  purview  at  an  appropriate 
time  chosen  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee. 

(c)  Further  information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled, 
the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for  the 
opportunity  to  present  oral  statements 
and  the  time  allotted  therefor  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  by  a  prepaid  telephone  call  on  No¬ 
vember  4,  1975  to  the  Office  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Director  of  the  Committee  (tele¬ 
phone  202/634-1374,  Attn:  Mr.  G.  Qxiitt- 
schreiber)  between  8:15  ajn.  and  5:00 
pjn.,  EST. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  propounded 
only  by  members  of  the  Subcmnmittee 
and  its  consultants. 

(e)  The  use  of  still,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  which  will  not 
interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meeting, 
will  be  permitted  both  before  and  after 
the  meeting  and  during  any  recess.  The 
use  of  such  equipment  win  not,  however, 
be  allowed  while  the  meeting  is  In  ses¬ 
sion. 


(f)  A  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portion  of  the  meeting  wfll  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  on  or  after  Novem¬ 
ber  12,  1975  at  the  NRC  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room.  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555.  Copies  of  the  minutes  of 
the  meeting  will  be  made  available  for 
inspection  at  the  NRC  Public  Document 
Ro«n.  1717  H  St.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20555  after  February  5, 1976.  Copies  may 
be  obtained  upon  payment  of  iqppropriate 
charges. 

:  October  16,  1975. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[FR  r)oc.75-28413  PUed  10-20-75:8:45  ami 


[Docket  Kos.  8TN  50-528,  50-629.  50-530] 

ARIZONA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.,  ET  AL 

(PALO  VEROE  NUCLEAR  GENERATING 

STATION,  UNITS  1,  2  AND  3) 

Order  for  the  Third  Prehearing  Conference 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  confirming  the 
telephone  conference  call  on  October  2, 
1975,  that  a  Third  Prehearing  Confer¬ 
ence  will  be  held  in  the  above-captioned 
proceeding  on  Thursday,  October  23, 
1975,  at  10:30  ajn..  Courtroom  No.  4, 
7th  Floor  Federal  Building,  230  North 
First  Avenue.  Phoenix.  Arizona. 

At  the  time  the  above-mentioned  tde- 
Phone  conference  was  initiated,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  then  proposed  p^eariog 
conference  was  to  make  final  mrepara- 
tion  for  a  hearing  on  site  suitability  and 
environmental  matters. 

During  the  telephone  conference,  it 
was  disclosed  by  counsel  for  Applicant 
that  the  15.4  percent  interest  in  the 
PVNGS  of  Tucson  Gas  and  Electric  (fom- 
pany  (T.G.  k  E.)  has  been  sold  to  South¬ 
ern  California  Edison  Company  (SCE), 
and  that,  while  the  existing  transmission 
facilities  are  adequate  to  carry  SCE’s 
share  of  power  from  Unit  1  of  PVNGS, 
a  new  transmission  line  will  be  required 
to  supply  SCE  with  its  share  of  power 
from  Units  2  and  3  of  PVNGS.  Currently, 
the  new  transmission  line  (identified  as 
Project  4  by  Applicant)  is  planned  to 
connect  with  existing  facilities  of  APS 
approximately  100  miles  from  the 
PVNGS.  More  details  are  sundled  in  a 
filing  of  Applicant  dated  October  10, 1975. 

Counsel  for  Applicant  stated  that  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  quite  desirous  of  obtaining  a 
Construction  Permit  by  B4ay  1,  1976,  and 
hope  that  hearings  can  be  scheduled  so 
as  to  aiable  the  Board  to  render  its  t^iin- 
ions  with  this  date  in  mind. 

In  view  of  the  above,  at  the  Third  Pre¬ 
hearing  Conference  there  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  the  effect  of  change  of  ownerAip 
ami  the  addition  of  Project  4  on  the 
times  for  hearings.  If  possible,  plans  will 
be  made  for  a  complete  hearing  on  site 
suitability  and  environmental  matters. 
If  this  is  not  possible,  the  holding  of  a 
bifurcated  hearing  on  these  matters  will 
be  considered  and  decided. 
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Hie  gist  of  the  telephone  conference 
on  the  subject  of  discovery  was  that  dis¬ 
covery  will  be  substantially  complete  by 
the  time  of  the  Ihlrd  Prehearing  Con¬ 
ference.  Intervener  Cardamone  promised 
to  have  his  answers  in  the  mail  during 
the  weekend  of  October  4  and  5. 

Such  other  matters  as  will  expedite 
the  proceeding  will  be  dealt  with  at  the 
Third  Pn^earlng  Conference. 

Issued  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
15th  day  of  October  1975. 

By  order  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board. 

Hugh  K.  Clark, 
Chairman. 

[FR  000.75-28195  Filed  10-20-75;8:45  am) 


[Docket  Nos.  50-269,  50-270  and  50-287] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  Licenses 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  the 
issuance  of  amendments-  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses  No.  DPR-38,  DPR-47 
and  DPR-55  issued  to  Duke  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  operation  of  the 
Oconee  Nuclear  Station,  Units  1,  2  and 
3  (the  facility) ,  located  in  Oconee 
County,  South  Carolina. 

The  amendments  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
relating  to  the  capacity  for  storage  of 
new  or  spent  fuel  in  Oconee  Unit  No.  3 
spent  fuel  pool.  The  proposed  modifica¬ 
tions  would  increase  the  storage  capacity 
from  216  to  474  fuel  assemblies  by  replac¬ 
ing  the  existing  storage  racks  with  those 
of  a  design  capable  of  accommodating 
an  increased  number  of  assemblies,  in 
accordance  with  the  licensee’s  applica¬ 
tion  for  amendment  dated  September  12, 
1975. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendments,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  November  20, 1975,  the  licensee  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  Interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  with  respect  to  the 
issuance  of  the  amendments  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  facility  operating  licenses.  Petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  un¬ 
der  oath  or  aflOrmation  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Section  2.714  of 
10  C3FR  Part  2  of  the  Commission’s  reg¬ 
ulations.  A  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  must  set  forth  the  interest  of  the 
petitioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that 
interest  may  be  affected  by  the  results 
of  the  proceedmg,  and  the  petitioner’s 
contentions  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
licensing  action.  Such  petitions  must  be 
filed  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  Federal  Register  Notice  and  Sec¬ 
tion  2.714,  and  must  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing 


and  Service  Section,  by  the  above  date.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  and/or  request  for  a 
hearing  should  be  sent  to  the  Executive 
Legal  Director,  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555  and 
to  Mr.  Troy  B.  Conner,  Conner,  Hadlock 
&  Knotts,  1747  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20006,  the  attor¬ 
ney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which 
intervoitlon  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  pe¬ 
titioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jiirisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appre^riate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene,  he  be¬ 
comes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and  has 
a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the  conduct 
of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he  may  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  and  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ments  dated  September  12, 1975,  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  Oconee  Coimty  Library,  201 
South  Spring  Street,  Walhalla,  J^uth 
Carolina.  The  license  amendments  and 
the  Safety  Evaluation,  when  issued,  may 
be  inspected  at  the  above  locations,  and 
a  copy  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
(Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  At¬ 
tention:  Director,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  15th 
day  of  October  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  A.  Purple, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #No.  1.  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.75-28196  FUed  10-20-75:8:49  am] 


Members  of  the  public  are  invited  to 
attend  this  hearhig. 

rr  IS  SO  ORDERED. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

.  James  R.  Yore, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.75-28197  Filed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  50-514,  50-516] 

PORTLAND  GENERAL  ELECTRIC  CO.  (PEB¬ 
BLE  SPRINGS  NUCLEAR  PLANT.  UNITS 
1  AND  2) 

Schedule  for  Evidentiary  Hearing 

The  evidentiary  hearing  for  the  above 
proceeding  will  resume  at  10:00  a.m., 
local  time,  on  Monday,  December  1, 1975, 
at  the  following  location: 

U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  Courtroom,  The 
Pioneer  Co\irtho\ise,  555  S.W.  Yamhill, 
Portland,  Oregon  97204. 


[Docket  No.  60-309] 

MAINE  YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 

15  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-36  issued  to  Maine  Yankee  Atomic 
Power  Company  which  revised  Techni¬ 
cal  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Maine  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Station  lo¬ 
cated  in  Lincoln  County,  Maine.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The.  amendment  discontinues  the 
Baily  Cove  Intensive  Study  on  resident 
benthic  fauna,  includes  the  mixing  zone 
criteria  in  accordance  with  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Board’s  de¬ 
cision,  and  deletes  several  of  the 
sampling  stations. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sions’  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  September  18;  1974, 
and  June  2,  1975,  and  (2)  Amendment 
No.  15  to  License  No.  DPR-36  with 
Change  No.  23.  Both  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commissions’  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Wiscasset  Public  Library 
Association,  High  Street,  Wiscasset, 
Maine. 

A  copy  of  item  (2)  may  be  obtained 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland, 

14th  day  of  October  1975. 


this 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  4,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.75-28198  Filed  10-20-76:8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  60-29] 

YANKEE  ATOMIC  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  XJ.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
17  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-3  Issued  to  Yankee  Atomic  Elec¬ 
tric  Company  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station  located 
in  Rowe,  Massachusetts.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  Issuance. 

This  amendment  revises  the  provisions 
In  the  Technical  Specifications  to  allow 
plugging  of  two  fiux  detector  thimbles. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  \^th  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
or  this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  signif¬ 
icant  hazards  consideration. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendm^t  dated  September  22,  1975, 
(2)  Amendment  No.  17  to  License  No. 
DPR-3  with  Change  No.  122,  and  (3)  the 
Commission's  related*  Safely  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  .1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  tiie  Greenfield 
Public  Library,  402  Main  Street,  Green¬ 
field,  Massachusetts  01581. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 


provide  guidance  to  api^cants  concern¬ 
ing  certain  of  the  information  needed  by 
the  staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for 
permits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.70,  Revision  2, 
“Standard  Format  and  Content  of  Safety 
Analysis  Reports  for  Nuclear  Power 
Plants — ^LWR  Edition,”  identifies  the 
principal  information  that  should  be 
provided  by  applicants  in  safety  analsrsis 
reports  for  light-water-cooled  reactors 
and  provides  a  uniform  format  for  pre¬ 
senting  the  information.  This  edition, 
which  will  replace  the  October  1972  issue 
(Revision  1) ,  refiects  changes  in  the  NRC 
staff’s  information  needs  and  review 
procedures.  Revision  2  of  the  Standard 
Format  was  developed  in  parallel  with 
and  is  keyed  to  the  Standard  Review 
Plans  prepar^  by  the  NRC’s  Office  of 
Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation.  Use  of  Re¬ 
vision  2  of  the  Standard  Format  and  the 
Standard  Review  Plans  will  contribute  to 
a  more  uniform,  effective,  and  efficient 
licensing  process.  Revision  2  incorpo¬ 
rates.  among  other  things,  changes  pre¬ 
viously  announced  in  Regulatory  Guides 
1.70.1  through  1.70.38.  Accordingly, 
these  guides  will  be  withdrawn. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  improvements  in  all  published 
guides  are  encoiiraged  at  any  time.  Pub¬ 
lic  comments  on  Regulatory  Guide  1.70 
will,  however,  be  particularly  useful  in 
updating  Revision  2  of  the  Standard  For¬ 
mat  if  received  by  December  19,  1975. 

Comments  should  be  sent  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section.  .. 

Regulatory  Guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 


ington,  D.C.  Because  of  the  size  of  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Guide  1.70  (Revision  2),  copies 
will  not  be  available  from  the  n.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission.  Copies 
may  be  purchased  at  current  rates  from 
the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 
(Docum^t  No.  NUREG^75/094,  paper 
copy:  $10.00;  microfiche:  $2.25)  Regula¬ 
tory  ^des  are  not  copyrighted  and 
Commission  aiH>roval  is  not  required  to 
reproduce  them. 

(5  Uit.C.  522(a)) 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogue, 
Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 

[FR  Doc.75-28200  Ftled  10-20-75;8:46  am] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30 — Revision  15; 

Amen<tment  4] 

ASSISTANT  BRANCH  MANAGER 
Delegation  of  Authority 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30.  Re¬ 
vision  15  (40  FR  11165,  as  corrected 
14134) ,  as  amended  (40  FR  20691,  26317, 
and  40217  as  corrected  41862),  is  hereby 
further  amended  to  delegate  certain  au¬ 
thorities  to  the  BiloxL  Mississippi  Branch 
Office.  This  amendment  also  includes  an 
inadvertent  omission  of  “Bi^ch  Ck)un- 
sel”  from  Part  vm.  Section  B,  paragraph 
3  of  Amendment  3. 

As  amended.  Delegation  of  Authority 
No.  30,  Revision  15.  reads  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  G 


U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 


Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di- 


Part  I. — Finaueinff  proffram 


rector.  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 


UCnON  A—lOAJi  ATPROVAL  ACTBOBITT 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
14th  day  of  October,  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Cmnmis-' 
sion. 


Robert  A.  Purple, 


Chief,  Operating  Reactors 


Branch  No.  1,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 


[FR  Doc.76-28199  FUed  10-20-76;8:46  am] 


1.  fiMfiwt*  mnd  handfeapped  MMattte  hmni  (Small  Buitnim  Act  (SBAcf)).  •  *  * 

h.  Assistant  branch  manager  (or  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only _ 

Z  Eeawmie  ap^unUp  locfu  (EOL)  (SBAct).  *  *  * 

h.  Assistant  nranch  manager  (Or  F.  A  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only . . 

8.  Produel  dimuttr  and  teonomk  in/wrf  diaatUr  leant  (SBAO).  *  *  *  up  to  the  foBowing 
amounts  (SBA  share);  _ 

a.  Direet  and  immediaU  partMpation  loant:  *  *  * 

(B)  Assistant  branch  raanacBr  tat  F.  A  I.,  BUoxi  branch  office  only _ 

b.  Ouaranty  team:  *  *  * 

(8)  Assistant  branch  manaxer  for  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only . . 

4.  SWton*  r(W(5),  r(b)(S),  r(6)(ffi,  7(b)(7),  7(b)(8),  and  7(y)  Ltana  (SBAet). 

a.  Direet  and  tmmedlaU  partieipatioin  loant:  *  *  * 

(8)  jpwtstant  branch  manater  {nr  F.  A  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only . . 

b.  Ouaranty  loant:  *  •  • 

(8)  AsAstant  bruich  manafer  lor  F.  A  L,  Biloxi  branch  office  only . . 


Approve  Dtdine 

imOOO  8800,000 

80,000  60,000 

800,000  . 

600,000  . 

800,000  . 

600,000  , . 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Issuance  and  Availability 
The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  new  guide  in  its  Regtilatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  to  describe  and  make  available 
to  the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations,  and, 
in  some  cases,  to  ddiineate  techniques 
used  by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific 
probl^ns  or  postulated  accidents  and  to 


BXenON  B— OmsB  nNANCmO  authobitt  fob  au.  ttpbc  or  loans  comtainbd  in  section  a  above 

1.  lean  partlelpaHon  acreemtnlt.  •  •  • 

f.  Assistaat  bnneh  msnecef  (w  F.  A  I.,  BUoxi  branch  office  oiUy . . . . 

2.  Loan  authorhatloae 

».  •  •  • 

(8)  Assistant  braxuA  manager  lor  F.  A  I.,  Biloxi  branch  (ffiloc  only . 


(8)  Asdstant  branch  manager  tor  F.  A  L,  BUoxi  brandi  office  only . 

8.  Ditbmrttmenl  period  ententkm.  *  *  * 

IL  Without  limitation:  *  ■  * 

(8a)  Asdstant  branch  manager  tor  F.  A  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  onIy„ . 

•  •  •  •  • 

A  Snriee  C%arget.  •  •  • 

(8)  Asalstot  branch  manager  for  F.  A  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only - - - - ........... 
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Past  II. — Disaster  program 


SECnON  A— IHBASTXB  MAN  ATITHOBITT 

1.  Dkeel  and  tmmediaU  participation  7(6)  (/)  phytkai  ditaaUr  leant  (SBAct). 

a.  •  •  •  Home 

(1)  Home  leant:  *  *  *  loan* 

(t)  Assistant  Ivanoh  manager  for  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only _ _ _ ...... 

(2)  Betednett  loant:  *  *  * 

(1)  Assistant  l»aneh  manager  for  F.  &  I.,  BiloH  branch  office  only . .  $500, 000 

2.  Guaranteed  Phytkai  DItatler  leant  7(6)(1)  {SBAcCi.  *  *  * 

(1)  Assistant  branch  manager  to  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only _ _  100^000 

3.  Direct  and  immediate  participation  econcmk  injury  ditatter  loant  (SBAct).  *  *  * 

(1)  Assistant  branch  manager  for  F.  A  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only _ 

4.  Ouaranteed  eeonomk  injury  ditatter  loant  (SBAct).  *  *  * 

d)  Assistant  branch  manager  to  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only _ 

6.  Procetting  repreterUative.  •  •  • 

(1)  Anistant  branch  manager  for  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only _ 

•  •  •  * 

7.  Ditatter  loan  autkorUationt. 

a.  •  •  • 

(7)  Assistant  branch  manager  tor  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only _ _ _ _ 

(8)  Disaster  branch  manager. . . -. . . . . . 

b.  •  •  • 

(8)  Asdstant  branch  manager  tor  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only . 

(9)  Disaster  branch  manager . .• . 

8.  Ditburtement  period  exteneUm  on  ditatter  loant.  *  *  * 

a.  •  *  * 

(7a)  Assistant  branch  manager  to  F.  &  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only . 

•  •  •  • 

Part  IV. — Portfolio  management  {PM)  program 


Butinett 

loans 


$500,000 

300,000 

500,000 


^  ^  ^  ^  SECTION  A— POETFOUO  MANAGEMENT,  SEKVICINO,  COLLECTION,  AN»  LIQUIDATION  ADTHOKITT 

EXCEPT: 

A  •  •  • 

b.  •  •  * 

C."  *  •  * 

d.*  •  • 

(6)  Assistant  branch  manager  for  F.  A  I.,  Biloxi  branch  office  only. 

(7)  Chief,  PM  division,  Biloxi  branch  office  only. 

*  •  •  *  • 

Part  VIII. — Legal  services 

SECnOK  B— LOAN  CLOSING  ATJTHOEITY 

1.  ••• 

9  •** 

z.  ••• 

h.  Branch  counsel. 

i.  Attorney,  branch  office. 


Effective  date:  October  21, 1975. 

Daniel  T.  Kingsley, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Operations. 
[FR  Doc.75-28193  Filed  10-20-75;8:45  am] 


HELENA  DISTRICT  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
Helena  District  Advisory  Council  will 
hold  a  public  meeting  at  1  p.m.,  Wednes¬ 
day,  November  5,  1975,  at  the  Montana 
Club,  Puller  Street  and  Sixth  Avenue, 
Helena,  Montana,  to  discuss  such  busi¬ 
ness  as  may  be  presented  by  members, 
staff  of  the  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  and  others  present. 

For  further  information,  write  or  call 
Ottley  R.  Tschache,  P.O.  Box  1690, 
Helena,  Montana  59601,  (406)  585-5429. 

Dated:  October  10,  1975. 

Anthony  S.  Stasio, 

Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy. 

Small  Business  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-28187  FUed  10-20-75:8'.45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[TA-W-226] 

INTERNATIONAL  RESISTANCE  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 


section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Union 
of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine  Work¬ 
ers  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  International  Resistance 
Company,  Burlington,  Iowa,  a  division  of 
TRW,  Incorporated,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
(TA-W-225).  Accordingly,  the  Acting 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation  as 
provided  in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CPR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  metal  film  and 
carbon  film  resistors  produced  by  Inter¬ 
national  Resistance  Company  or  an  ap¬ 
propriate  subdivision  thereof  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  an  absolute  de¬ 
cline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  ac¬ 
tual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  a  significant  munber  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  H, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CPR 
Part  90. 


On  October  10,  1975,  the  Department  Pursuant  to  29  CPR  90.13,  the  petition- 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under  er  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub- 
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stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  sudi  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bmeau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  10th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[PR  Doc.75-28319  Piled  10-20-75:8:46  ami 


lTA-W-116] 

MIDWEST  HANDBAG  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-115;  investigation  regarding  certifi- 
cr.tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
August  14,  1975  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  management  and  the  Textile 
Workers  Union  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  formerly  producing  ladies’  hand¬ 
bags. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
37276)  on  August  26,  1975.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Midwest 
Handbag  Company,  its  cu^mners,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  dl- 
gibillty  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met : 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  s^iarated. 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of  ar¬ 
ticles  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
articles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
contributed  importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 


For  purposes  of  paragraph  (3) ,  the 
term  “ccmtributed  importantly”  means  a 
cause  which  is  important  but  not  neces¬ 
sarily  more  Important  than  any  other 
cause. 

Significant  total  or  partial  separations. 

A  significant  munber  or  pr(HX>rtion  of  the 
workers  at  the  Midwest  Handbag  Com¬ 
pany  became  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated  in  the  first  half  of  1975.  Employ¬ 
ment  declined  73  percent  in  the  first  half 
of  1975  compared  to  the  like  period  in 
1974.  The  plant  closed  in  June,  1975. 
Average  weekly  hours  worked  declined 
16  percent  in  the  first  half  of  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  the  like  period  in  1974. 

Sales  or  production,  or  both,  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely.  Sales,  in  units,  at  the 
Midwest  Handbag  Company  declined  83 
percent  in  the  first  half  of  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  the  like  period  in  1974. 

Increased  imports  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly.  Imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  plastic  handbags 
produced  at  the  Midwest  Handbag  Ctom- 
■  pany  increased,  in  value,  from  $29.6  mil¬ 
lion  in  1971  to  $43.0  million  in  1974.  Im¬ 
ports,  in  quantity,  of  plastic  handbags 
increased  37.1  million  units  in  1971  to 
40.0  million  units  in  1973.  In  1973  Mid¬ 
west’s  only  customer  began  switching  to 
imported  ladies’  plastic  handbags. 

•The  evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  indicates  that  the 
separation  of  workers  engaged  in  the 
production  of  ladies’  handbags  at  Mid¬ 
west  was  caused  by  the  loss  of  sales  to 
competitive  imports.  In  1973,  Midwest's 
sole  customer  began  switching  complete¬ 
ly  to  imports.  In  subsequent  years.  Mid¬ 
west  was  imable  to  manufacture  toe  style 
of  handbag  desired  by  its  customer  at  toe 
import  price.  The  company  was  unsuc¬ 
cessful  in  its  attempts  to  find  new  cus¬ 
tomers;  consequently,  it  ceased  all  pro¬ 
duction  and  closed  toe  plant  in  June 
1975. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  toe  investigation,  I  con¬ 
clude  toat  Increases  of  imports  Uke  or 
directly  competitive  with  ladies’  hand¬ 
bags  contributed  importantly  to  toe  total 
or  partial  separation  of  toe  workers  of 
toat  plant.  Section  223(b)  (2)  of  toe 
Trade  Act  of  1974  provides  toat  a  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
sidjustment  assistance  may  not  apply  to 
any  worker  last  separated  from  toe  firm 
or  subdivision  more  than  six  months  be¬ 
fore  April  3, 1975,  toe  effective  date  of  toe 
new  program.  In  accordance  with  this 
provision  of  toe  Act  I  make  toe  following 
certification: 

AU  homly,  piecework,  and  salaried  wwkers 
employed  at  the  Midwest  Handbag  Company 
who  became  totally  or  partially  separated 
frmn  employment  on  or  after  October  3, 1974, 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade 
Act  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 

Associate  Deputy  Under  Secretary 
for  Trade  and  Adjustment  PoUcy. 

[FR  Doc.75-28322  Filed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 
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[TA-W-2231 

OREGON  STEEL  MILLS 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli* 

gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  Octx>ber  10,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  United  Steelworkers 
of  America  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  Oregon  Steel  MlUs, 
Portland,  Oregon,  a  division  of  Gilmor 
Steel  Corporation,  Portland,  Oregon  TA¬ 
W-223).  Accordingly,  the  Acting  Direc¬ 
tor,  Ofllce  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance,  B\u*eau  of  International  Labor  Af¬ 
fairs,  has  Instituted  an  Investigation  as 
provided  in  section  221  (a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CFR  90.12. 

Tj;)e  purpose  of  the  Investigation  Is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  compeUtive  with  flat  rolled  steel 
products  produced  by  Oregon  Steel  Mills 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  th^eof 
have  contributed  importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  in  sales  or  producticm,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  investigation -will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  imder  Title  n, 
(Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accprdance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CJFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at 
the  address  shown  below,  on  or  before 
October  31, 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 
3rd  St»  and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  10th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director.  OfAce  of 
Trade  Adjxistment  Assistance. 

[PR Doc.76-28320  PUed  10-20-76:8:45  am] 


ITA-W-a241 

TOWN  AND  COUNTRY  SHOES,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  October  10,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
("the  Act”)  by  the  Teamsters  Union  on 


behalf  of  the  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  of  Sedalla,  Mlssoiuri  pLemt  of  Town 
and  Country  Shoes.  Incorporated,  St 
Louis,  Missouri  (TA-W-224) .  According¬ 
ly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  6f  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CTR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
Increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  women’s  foot¬ 
wear  produced  by  Town  and  Country 
Shoes,  Incorpora^,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof  have  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  separation  of  a  sig¬ 
nificant  niunber  or  proportion*  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
Investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  ^tal  or  partial  separations 
began  or  thr^tened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  ceiHlfied 
as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Sul^rt  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  Investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  31.  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acitog  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  NW.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  10th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FB  Doc.76-28321  Piled  10-20-76:8:46  am] 


[TA-W-109] 

WARWICK  ELECTRONICS,  INC. 

Determination  Concerning  Eligibility  To 

Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  her^  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-109;  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  digibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
August  11,  1975  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  August  11,  1975 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Unimi  of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine 
Workers  on  behalf  of  workers  formerly 
producing  color  televisions  and  stereos  at 
the  Forrest  CJlIy  plant  of  Warwick 
Electronics,  Inc. 


The  notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
36635)  on  Auemst  21,  1975.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  frmn  officials  of  Warwick 
Electronics,  its  customers,  the  Electronic 
Industry  Ajssociation,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce.  Industry  analysts, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eligi¬ 
bility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers' 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  of  the 
firm  have  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated,  or  are  threatened  to  become  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated, 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely,  and 

(3)  That  Increases  of  Imports  of  arti¬ 
cles  like  or  directly  competitive  with  ar¬ 
ticles  produced  by  such  workers’  firm  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  con¬ 
tributed  Importantly  to  such  total  or 
partial  separation,  or  threat  thereof,  and 
to  such  decline  in  sales  or  production. 

For  ptirposes  of  paragraph  (3),  the 
term  “contributed  Importantly”  means 
a  cause  which  is  Important  but  not  nec¬ 
essarily  more  Important  than  any  other 
cause. 

Significant  total  or  partial  separations. 
The  average  number  of  production  work¬ 
ers  at  the  Electronics  plant  of  Warwick 
Electronics  declined  43  percent  in  the 
first  half  of  1975  compared  to  the  first 
half  of  1974.  TTie  average  number  of 
production  workers  at  the  Conqx>nents 
plant  of  Warwick  Electronics  declined  20 
percent  in  the  first  half  of  1975  compared 
to  the  first  half  of  1974. 

Sales  or  production,  or  both,  haoe  de¬ 
creased  absolutely.  Unit  production  of 
portable  color  television  receivers  at  the 
Forrest  City  plant  declined  3  percent  in 
1974  compared  to  1973.  Sales  value  and 
unit  production  of  portable  color  tele¬ 
vision  receivers  at  the  Forrest  City  plant 
declined  49  percent  and  50  percent  re¬ 
spectively  in  the  first  half  of  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  the  first  half  of  1974.  Sales  value 
and  unit  production  of  console  color  tele¬ 
visions  at  the  Forrest  City  plant  declined 
8  percent  and  .2  percent  respectively  in 
1974  compared  to  1973.  Sales  value  and 
unit  production  of  console  color  televi¬ 
sions  at  the  Forrest  City  plant  declined 
66  percent  and  67  percent  respectively  in 
the  first  six  months  of  1975  compared  to 
the  first  six  months  of  1974.  Both  sales 
value  and  imit  production  of  console 
stereo  phonographs  at  the  Forrest  City 
plant  declined  42  percent  in  1974  com¬ 
pared  to  1973.  Sales  value,  and  unit  pro¬ 
duction  of  console  stereo  phonographs  at 
the  Forrest  City  plant  declined  82  per¬ 
cent  and  81  percent  respectively  in  the 
first  six  months  of  1975  compared  to  the 
first  six  months  of  1974. 

Increased  imports  contributed  im¬ 
portantly.  Imports  of  color  television  re- 
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ceivers  like  or  directly  competitive  with 
those  produced  at  the  Forrest  City  Elec¬ 
tronics  plant  increased  from  917  mil¬ 
lion  units  in  1970  to  1,459  million  units 
in  1973,  then  declined  to  1,30.3  million 
units  in  1974.  The  ratio  of  imports  to 
domestic  consumption  and  production  in¬ 
creased  from  16.3  percent  and  18.9  per¬ 
cent,  respectively  in  1973  to  18.4  percent 
and  21.7  percent,  respectively  in  1974. 
Imports  of  console  color  televisions  are 
believed  to  be  negligible.  Imports  of  con¬ 
sole  phonographs  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  at  the  For¬ 
rest  City  Electronics  plant  decreased  from 
119,000  units  in  1973  to  93,000  units  in 
1974.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
production  decreased  from  10.5  percent 
in  1973  to  9.8  percent  in  1974. 

The  Forrest  City,  Arkansas  facilities 
of  Warwick  Electronics,  Inc.  consists  of 
the  Electronics  plant  and  the  Compo¬ 
nents  plant.  The  evidence  developed  in 
the  Department’s  investigation  indicates 
that  the  separation  of  workers  engaged  in 
the  production  of  portable  color  tele¬ 
vision  receivers  at  the  Forrest  City  Elec¬ 
tronics  plant  was  caused  by  the  in¬ 
creased  purchases  of  competitive  im¬ 
ports  by  the  major  customer  of  Warwick’s 
products.  However,  production  lines  at  ‘ 
the  Electronics  plant  were  interchange¬ 
able  for  the  production  of  portable  tele¬ 
vision  receivers,  console  television  re¬ 
ceivers  and  console  stereos.  The  evidence 
further  Indicates  that  the  separation  of 
workers  at  the  Components  plant  en¬ 
gaged  hi  production  of  cabinets  for  con¬ 
sole  color  televisions  and  console  stereo 
phonographs  resulted  from  a  decline  in 
sales  caused  by  a  shift  in  consumer  de¬ 
mand  for  these  products. 

Conclusion.  After  careful  review  of  the 
facts  obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  con¬ 
clude  that  increases  of  imports  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  portable  color 
television  receivers  produced  at  the  For¬ 
rest  City  Electronics  plant  contributed 
Importantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  all  of  the  workers  of  that  plant. 
I  further  conclude  that  Increases  of  im¬ 
ports  like  or  directly  competitive  \^th 
the  cabinets  produced  at  the  Forrest  City 
Components  plant  did  not  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tion  of  woricers  at  that  plant. 

Section  223(b)  (2)  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  provides  that  a  certification  of  eligi¬ 
bility  to  apply  for  worker  adjustment 
assistance  may  not  apply  to  any  woi^er 
last  separated  frmn  the  firm  or  subdivi¬ 
sion  more  than  six  months  prior  to 
April  3, 1975,  the  effective  date  of  the  new 
vision  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  foUowing 
certification: 

AU  hourly  and  salaried  wOTkers  employed 
at  the  Forrest  (Tlty,  Arkansas  Electronics 
plant  of  Warwick  Electronics,  Inc.,  who  be¬ 
came  totaUy  or  partially  separated  from  em¬ 
ployment  on  or  after  October  3,  1974  are 
eUglble  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  CSiapter  3  of  the  Trade  Act 
at  1974. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  October  1975. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Associate  Deputy  Under  Secretary 
for  Trade  and  Adjustment  Policy. 
[PR  Doc.75-28323  FUed  10-20-75:8:46  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  890] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

(October  16, 1975. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  refiected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of  hear¬ 
ings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  115841  Sub  489,  Colonial  Refrigerated 
Transportation,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
December  9,  1975  (1  day),  at  LoulsvUle, 
Kentucky,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  later. 

MC  136669  Sub  4,  Processed  Beef  Express, 
Inc.,  now  being  asignsed  December  10,  1975 
(1  day),  at  LoulsvUle,  Kentucky,  In  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  130262,  Crimson  Travel  Service,  Inc. 
d/b/a  Crimson  Travel  Service,  now  as¬ 
signed  October  20,  1975,  at  Boston,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Is  postponed  Indefinitely. 

MC  33446  Sub  3,  The  Redlfer  Bus  Company, 
now  assigned  November  12,  1975.  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio;  wUl  be  held  In  Room  455  Fed¬ 
eral  BuUdlng,  1240  East  9th  Street. 

MC  52861  Sub  39,  WlUs  Trucking,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  November  19,  1975,  at  Columbus, 
Ohio;  wUl  be  held  In  Room  236  Federal 
Office  BuUdlng,  85  Marconi  Boulevard. 

MC  106644  Sub  198,  Superior  TrucUng  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  and  MC  136813  Sub  6,  Parr 
Trucking  Service,  Inc.,  now  bein^  as¬ 
signed  December  11,  1976  (2  days),  at 
LoulsvUle.  Kentucky,  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  designated  later. 

MC  126305  Sub  69,  Boyd  Brothers  Transpor¬ 
tation  Co.,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  De¬ 
cember  16,  1975  (1  day),  at  LoulsvUle. 
Kentucky,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  later. 

MC  116014  Sub  73,  Oliver  Tnicklng  Company. 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  December  17,  1975 
(3  days) ,  at  LoulsvUle,  Kentucky,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  138273  Sub  186,  Midwestern  Distribution, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  December  16,  1976 
(1  day) ,  at  LoulsvUle,  Kentucky,  In  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  to  be  designated  later. 

MC  111422  Sub  7,  O.  D.  Anderson,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  December  10, 1975  (3  days) , 
at  To\mgstown,  Ohio;  in  a  hearing  room 
to  be  designated  later. 

MC  8968  Sub  29.  The  Youngstown  Cartage 
Co.,  now  being  assigned  December  15,  1976 
(1  day),  at  Columbiu,  Ohio;  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be' designated  later. 

MC  116763  Sub.  306,  Carl  Subler  lyucklng, 
Inc.,  now  being  asffigned  December  16,  1976 
(2  days) .  at  Colundnu,  Ohio;  In  a  hearing 
room  to  be  designated  later. 


MC  114273  Sub  229,  CRST,  Inc.,  now  assigned 
November  4,  1975,  at  Denver,  Colorado.  Is 
cancelled  and  appUcatlon  dismissed. 

MC  119633  Sub  61.  Reed  Lines,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  December  18,  1976  (2  days) 
at  Columbus,  Ohio;  In  a  hearing  room  to 
be  designated  later. 

AB-43  Sub  4,  minois  Central  Gulf  Railroad 
Company  Abandonment  Between  SUver 
Creek,  Lawrence  County,  and  Mendenhall, 
Simpson  County,  Mississippi,  now  assigned 
October  16,  1976  at  MendenhaU,  Missis¬ 
sippi.  is  canceled. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-28326  FUed  10-2(l-75;8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
REUEF 

October  16. 1975. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  requesting  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  section  4  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  to  permit  common 
carrier^  named  or  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  intermediate  points  than 
those  sought  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CTTt  1100.40)  and  filed  on 
or  before  November  5.  1975. 

FSA  No.  43063— Joint  Rail-Water 
Container  Rates — American  Export 
Lines,  Inc.  Filed  by  American  Export 
Lines,  Inc.,  (No.  2) ,  for  itself  and  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  general  com¬ 
modities,  from  ports  and  terminals  in 
the  Mediterranean  Sea  of  Mamara.  At¬ 
lantic  coast  of  Spain,  Pinr^al  and 
Morocco  and  the  Bay  of  Biscay,  to  rail¬ 
road  terminals  at  U.S.  Pacific  coast 
ports. 

Grounds  for  relief — ^Water  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — ^American  Export  Lines,  Inc., 
Westbound  Mediterranean  Pacific  Coast 
Joint  container  tariff  I.C.C.  No.  2,  FJM.C. 
No.  169.  Rates  are  published  to  become 
effective  on  November  14,  1975. 

By  the  Commission 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  (^walo. 

Secretary. 

[FR  DOC.75-28S2S  FUed  10-30-76;8:45  am] 


[AB  46  (Sub-No.  7);  AB  7  (Sub-No.  12)  ] 

CHICAGO,  ROCK  ISLAND  AND  PACIRC 
RAILROAD  CO.  AND  CHICAGO,  MIL¬ 
WAUKEE,  ST.  PAUL  AND  PACIHC  RAIL¬ 
ROAD  CO. 

Abandonment  Between  Certain  Lines  In 
Iowa 

AB  46  (Sub-No.  7) ;  Chicago,  Rock  Is¬ 
land  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
abandonment  between  West  Uhlon  and 
T.inn  Junction,  Iowa  in  Fajrette,  Bu- 
chanon,  and  i-inn  Counties,  Iowa;  AB  7 
(Sub-No.  12);  Chicago.  Milwaukee.  St 
Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
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abandonment  between  Hopklnton  and 
Jackson  Junction  in  Delaware.  Clayton, 
Fayette  and  Winneshiek  Counties.  Iowa. 

Up(m  consideration  of  the  record  in  the 
above-entitled  proceedings,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  aivironmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  is  available  to 
the  public  upon  request;  and 
It  appearing,  that  no  environmental 
impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  these 
proceedings  because  these  proceedings  do 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
hiunan  environment  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  UJ3.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicants  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  directed  to  pviblish  the 
appended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  gen¬ 
eral  circulation  in  Fayette,  Buchanan. 
Linn,  Delaware,  Clayton  and  Winneshiek 
Counties,  Iowa,  cm  or  before  October  31, 
1975,  and  certify  to  the  Commission  that 
this  has  been  accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  finding  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  of  this 
order  and  the  attached  notice  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Washington.  D.C., 
for  public  inspection,  and  by  delivering 
a  copy  of  the  notice  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  pciblication 
in  the  Fedbbal  Register  as  notice  to 
interested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  6th 
day  of  October  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown. 

This  determination  was  based  upon 
the  staff  preparation  and  consideration 
of  environmental  threshold  assess¬ 
ment  survey,  adiich  is  available  on  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Office  of  Proceedings,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20423;  telephone  202-343- 
7966. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  matter  by  filing  their  statements  in 
writing  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
CMnmission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20423, 
on  or  before  November  17,  1975. 

This  negative  environmental  deter¬ 
mination  shall  become  final  unless  good 
and  sufficient  reason  demonstrating  why 
an  environmental  impact  statement 
should  be  prepared  for  this  action  is  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Commission  by  the  above- 
specified  date. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 
(AB  46  (Sub-No.  7)  ] 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Cohp  ant  Abandonment  Between 
West  Union  and  Linn  Junction,  Iowa 
IN  Fayette,  Buchanan,  and  Linn  Coun¬ 
ties,  Iowa 

[AB  7  (Sub-No.  12)  ] 

Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pa- 
-ciFic  Railroad  Company  Abandonment 
Between  Hopkintoh  and  Jackson 
Junction  In  Delaware,  Clayton,  Fay¬ 
ette  and  Winneshiek  Counties,  Iowa 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated 


October  6,  1975,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  propos^  abandonments  by  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Company  of  its  Branch  line  extend¬ 
ing  70.58  miles  between  West  Union  and 
Linn  Junction  in  Fayette,  Buchanan,  and 
Linn  Counties,  Iowa  and  the  Chicago 
Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  of  a  portion  of  its  branch  ex¬ 
tending  79.07  miles  between  Hopkinton 
and  Jackson  Junction  in  Delaware,  Clay¬ 
ton,  Fayette,  and  Winneshiek  Coimties, 
Iowa,  if  approved  by  the  Commission, 
does  not  constitute  a  major  Federal  ac¬ 
tion  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Nation^  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C. 
4321,  et  seq.,  and  that  preparation  of  a 
detailed  environmental  impact  statement 
will  not  be  required  under  section  4332 
(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things, 
that  traffic  volume  on  both  lines  is  low, 
consequently  the  environmental  effects 
attendant  to  the  diversion  of  traffic  from 
rail  to  motor  carrier  upon  abandonment 
should  be  minimal.  No  economic  or  in¬ 
dustrial  projects  exist  which  are  depend¬ 
ent  on  continued  operation  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  lines.  A  variety  of  transportation  al¬ 
ternatives  are  available  in  the  region  in¬ 
cluding  barge,  motor  carrier,  and  rail. 
[FR  Doc.75-28329  Piled  10-20-75:8:46  amj 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  MOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 

_  October  16, 1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  propos' 
als  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  imder  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
CFR  Part  1065),  and  notice  thereof  to 
all  interested  persons  is  hereby  given  as 
provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  pro¬ 
tests  against  the  proposed  elimination  cf 
any  gateway  herein  described  may  be 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission  on  or  before  October  31,  1975.  A 
copy  must  also  be  served  upon  applicant 
or  its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  13250  (Sub-No.  El),  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  14, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  August  25,  1975.  Ap- 
pUcant:  J.  H.  ROSE  TRUCKING  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  16190.  Houston,  Tex. 
77022.  AiH>licant’s  representative:  James 
M.  Doherty,  500  West  Sixteenth  St., 
Austin,  Tex.  78701.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (A)  Machinery,  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials.  and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  connec¬ 


tion  with,  the  discovery,  development, 
production,  refining,  manufacture,  pro¬ 
cessing,  storage,  transmission,  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum 
and  their  products  and  by-products,  and 
machinery,  equipment,  materials,  and 
supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with 
the  construction,  operation,  repair, 
servicing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling 
of  pipe  lines,  including  tiie  stringing  and 
picking  up  thereof,  and  (B)  Earth  drill¬ 
ing  machinery  and  equipment,  and 
machinery,  equipment,  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  pipe  incidental  to,  used  in,  or 
in  connection  with  (a)  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  installation  removal,  operation,  re¬ 
pair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  (b)  the  completion  of  holes 
or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the  production, 
storage,  and  transmission  of  commodi¬ 
ties  resulting  from  drilling  operations  at 
well  or  hole  sites,  and  (d)  the  injec¬ 
tion  or  removal  of  commodities  into  or 
from  holes  or  wells,  over  irregular  routes ; 
(18)  between  points  in  Nevada,  on  the 
<Hie  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee, 
and  Texas  (Utah  and  Texas;  Utah, 
Texas,  and  Oklahoma;  Arizona,  Utah, 
and  Texas;  or  Arizona  and  Utah)  • ;  (31) 
between  potots  in  Georgia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  bn  the  other,  points  in  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming  (Texas;  Texas  and 
Utah;  or  Texas  and  Arizona)  * ;  (E) 
Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  their  size  or  weight, 
r^uires  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
and  related  machinery  parts  and  related 
contractor’s  materials  and  supplies 
when  their  transportation  is  Incidental 
to  the  transportation  by  said  carrier  of 
commodities  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equiimient,  and 
(F)  Self-propelled  articles,  each  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related 
machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies 
moving  in  connection  therewith;  (19) 
between  points  in  Washington,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wyoming  (Idaho)  *.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gat^ays  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above.  The  purpose  of 
this  partial  correction  is  to  include  (31) 
in  parts  A  &  B  above;  and  to  clarify  the 
destination  territory  and  gateway  in  (19) 
in  parts  E  &  F  above;  and  to  correct  the 
destinatiom  in  (18)  in  parts  A  &  B. 

No.  MC  15558  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  WARWCX)D 
TRANSFER  CO.,  2231-41  Warwood  Ave., 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 
Broad  St.,  Coliunbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over'  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and  paper 
products:  (1)  from  points  in  Maryland 
and  Delaware  to  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  and  Michigan;  (2)  fixHn  those 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on,  north,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl- 
vania-Ohio  State  line  and  extending 
along  Pennsylvania  Highway  68  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  322,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  322  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  66,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  66  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  62, 
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thence  alone  U.S.  Highway  62  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Yoi^  State  line,  to 
those  points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of 
Michigan,  those  in  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  minois-In- 
diana  State  line  and  extending  along  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  119  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  136,  thence  along  U.S.  Higiiway  lS6 
to  the  Hlinois-Iowa  State  line,  and  those 
in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  38,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  38  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  32,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  32  to  the  Indiana-minois  State  line ; 
(3)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to  thoM 
points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan,  those  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of  a 
unA  beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Iowa  State 
line  and  extending  along  Illinois  Highway 
119  to  junction  U.S.  Hi^way  136,  thence 
along  UH.  Highway  136  to  the  Hlinois- 
Iowa  State  line,  and  those  in  Indiana  on 
find  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  In¬ 
diana-Ohio  State  line  and  extending 
along  UJ5.  Hl^way  36  to  junction  In¬ 
diana  Highway  38.  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  38  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  32,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
32  to  the  Indiana-Ulinnis  State  line. 

(4)  From  those  points  in  Virginia  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line 
and  extending  along  Virginia  Highway 
311  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  419, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  419  to 
junction  UH.  Highway  220,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  220  to  the  Virginia-North 
Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan  and  those  in  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  Unp  beginning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana 
State  line  and  extending  along  Illinois 
Oghway  119  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
136,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to 
the  Hlinois-Iowa  State  line;  and  (5)  from 
those  points  in  Virginia  on,  north,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  15,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
15  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  460,  thence 
along  U.S.  ^hway  460  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  32,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  32  to  the  North  Carolina-Vlr- 
ginia  State  line  to  points  in  Indiana  and 
those  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana  State 
Utir  and  extending  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  119  to  jimction  U.S.  Highwdy  136, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  the  H- 
linois-Iowa  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Wellsburg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  15558  (Sub-No.  E7).  filed 
May  16.  1974.  Applicant:  WARWOOD 
TRANSFER  CO.,  2231-41  Warwood  Ave. 
Wheeling.  W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  -transporting:  Paper  and  paper 
products:  (1)  from  those  points  in  Ohio 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
CMiio-West  Virginia  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along  U.S. 


Highway  36  to  junction  Ohio  Highway 
16.  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  16  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  37,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  37  to  junction  UJS.  High¬ 
way  36,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  36 
to  the  Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  to  points 
in  New  York;  (2)  from  those  points  in 
Ohio  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio- West  Vhginia  State 
line  arid  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highwy  20  to  jimction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  87,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  87  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  7,  thence  along  New  York  High¬ 
way  7  to  the  New  York-Vermont  State 
line;  and  (3)  from  those  points  in  Ohio 
on.  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line  and 
extending  along  UH.  Highway  30rto  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  250,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  250  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  13  to  Lake  Erie,  to  New  York,  N.Y. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Wellsburg,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  15558  (Sub-No.  E14) .  filed  May 
16,  1974.  AppUcant:  WARWOOD 

TRANSFER  CO.,  2231-41  Warwood  Ave., 
Wheding,  W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E. 
Broad  St.,  Ck^umbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (^>erate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods. 
between  points  in  D^ware,  Maryland, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  p^ts  in 
the  Low^  Peninsula  of  5^chigan  and 
those  in  Ohio  on,  north,  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- West  Virginia 
State  line  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  30  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
250,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  250  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  13,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  13  to  Lake  Erie,  and  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  Jersey,  Delaware. 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  those  points  in  Ohio  on. 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  250,  thence  along  < 
U.S.  Highway  250  to  junetkm  Ohio  Hie^- 
way  13.  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  13 
to  Lake  Erie,  and  those  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan.  The  piupose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Brldeport,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  15558  (Sub-No.  E20).  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  WARWOOD 
TRANSFER  CO.,  2231-41  Warwood  Ave., 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Househoid  goods; 
(1)  between  points  in  Pennsylvania,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  the  Ui^r  Pminsula  of  Kflchl- 
gan.  those  in  Illinois  on,  north,  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  ^e  Blinx^-Indl- 
ana  State  line  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  24  to  Junction  HUnois  Highway 
88,  thence  along  Illinois  ffighway  88  to 
junction  UB.  Hi^way  52,  thence  along 


-U.S.  Highway  52  to  the  Hlinois-Iowa 
State  line,  those  in  Indiana  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  36  to  jimction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  38,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
38  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  32. 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  32  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  74.  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  74  to  the  Indi- 
ana-Dlinois  State  line,  those  in  Kentucky 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begirming 
at  the  Kentucky-Virginia  State  linR  and 
extending  along  UB.  Highway  421  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  119,  thence  al<mg 
UB.  Highway  119  to  jimction  Kentucky 
Highway  92,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  92  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  theifbe  along  Interstate  Highwas 
75  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line, 
and  those  in  Tennessee  <m  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  T«messee-Ken- 
tucky  State  line  and  extending  along  V.S. 
Highway  27  to  junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  60,  thence  alolft  Tennessee  Highway 
60  to  the  Teimessee-Georgia  State  line. 

(2)  Betwe^  those  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  P«msylvania-Ohio  State 
liioe  and  extending  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  68  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
322,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  322  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  219,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  219  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  6  to 
junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  44. 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highwray  44 
to  the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  otirer, 
points  in  Wisconsin,  those  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  those  in  Indiana 
QXL  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line  and  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  36  to  junction  Iirdi- 
ana  Highway  38,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  38  to  junction  Indiana  ffigh- 
way  32,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  32 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  74, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  74  to 
the  Indiana-minois  State  line  and  those 
in  Illinois  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana  State 
li^  and  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
24  to  junction  Illinois  Hl^way  88, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  88  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  52,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  52  to  the  Blinois-Iowa  State 
line,  those  in  Indiana  on  and  north  of 
a  linp  beginning  at  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line  a-nd  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  36  to  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  38,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway 
38  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  32. 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  32  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  74,  thence 
along  Interstate  I^hway  74  to  the  Indi- 
ana-Hllnois  State  line,  those  In  Ken¬ 
tucky  (m,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Kentucky-Virginia  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
421  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  119, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  Junc- 
tiem  Kentucky  Highway  92,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  92  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  to  the  Kentucky-Ten¬ 
nessee  State  line,  and  those  in  Tennessee 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
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Tennessee -Kentucky  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  IJjS.  Highway  27  to  junc¬ 
tion  Tennessee  Highway  60,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  60  to  the  Tennessee- 
Georgia  State  line. 

(2)  Between  those  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Pennsylvania-Ohio  State  line 
and  extending  along  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  68  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  322, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  322  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  219,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  44,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  44  to  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-New  York  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wisconsin,  those  in  the  Lower  Peninsula 
of  Michigan,  those  in  Indiana  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  junction  Indiana  Highway 
38,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  38  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  32,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  32  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  74,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  74  to  the  Indiana-Illi- 
nois  State  line  and  those  in  Illinois  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Illinois-Indiana  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  88,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  88  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  52, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  the  Uli- 
nois-Iowa  State  line;  and  (3)  between 
those  points  in  Pennsylvania  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-West  Virginia  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  76,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  76  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  220,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  220  to  uie  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  those  points  in  Kentucky 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Kentucky-Virglnia  State  line,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  421  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  119,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  119  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  92,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  92  to  junction  Interstate  High- , 
way  75,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line,  and  those  in  Tennessee  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  60,  thence  along  Tomessee 
Highway  60  to  the  Tennessee-Georgla 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Bridgeport, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  15558  (Sub-No.  E22),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  WARWOOD 
TRANSFER  CX5.,  2231-41  Warwood  Ave., 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  East 
Broad  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Houichoid  goods, 
between  those  points  in  Ohio  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line  and  extending 
along  UR.  Highway  30  to  junction  UR. 
Highway  250,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 


250  to  junction  CHiio  Highway  13,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  13  to  Lake  Erie, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-West  Virginia  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  junc¬ 
tion  UR.  Highway  22,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  22  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
522,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  522  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence  along 
U.S..  Highway  15  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Bridgeport,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  15558  (Sub-No.  E24),  filed 
May  16,  1974.  Applicant:  WARWOOD 
TRANSFER  CO.,  2231-41  Warwood  Ave., 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.  26003.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E.  Broad 
St.,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  between 
Columbus,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  west  Virginia, 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  West  Virginia-Ohio  State  line  and 
extending  along  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  7  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  250, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to  the 
West  Virginia-Virginia  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Bridgeport,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  27817  (Sub  E9) ,  filed  May  12, 
1974.  Applicant:  H.  C.  GABLER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  220,  Chambersburg,  Pa.'  17201. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harold  C. 
Gabler  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transpcHihig:  Canned  goods,  (1)  from 
points  in  Delaware,  and  that  part  of 
Maryland  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
15,  to  points  to  Kentucky  (Baltimore, 
Md.,  Winchester,  Va.,  the  plantsite  of 
Musselman  Fruit  Products,  Division  of 
Pet,  Ind.,  at  Inwood,  W.  Va.,  and  Morgan 
Coimty,  W.  Va.)  • ;  and  to  points  in  Ohio 
and  West  Virginia  (Baltimore,  Md.,  Win¬ 
chester,  Va.,  and  the  plantsite  of  Mus¬ 
selman  Fruit  Products,  Division  of  Pet, 
Ind.,  at  Inwood,  W.  Va.)*;  (2)  from 
points  in  that  part  of  Virginia  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  60  to  points  in 
Ohio  (Baltimore,  Md.,  Winchester,  Va., 
and  the  plantsite  of  Miusselman  Fnilt 
Products,  Division  of  Pet,  Inc.,  at  In¬ 
wood,  W.  Va.)  • ;  (3)  from  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  (except  points  in  the  Del  Marina 
Peninsula)  to  points  in  West  Virginia 
(Baltimore,  Md.,  Winchester,  Va.,  and 
the  plantsite  of  Musselman  Fruit  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Division  of  Pet,  Inc.,  at  Inwood,  W. 
Va.)  * ;  <4)  f rmn  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on,  east,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Maryland-Penn- 
sylvanla  State  line,  thence  along  the 
Susquehanna  River  to  Harrisburg, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  322  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line,  to 
P(^t8  in  Ohio  (except  Ashtabula,  Lake, 
Warren,  and  Geauga  Counties,  Ohio). 
(Baltimore,  Md.,  Winchester,  Va.,  and 
the  plantsite  of  Musselman  Fruit  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Division  of  Pet,  Ind.  at  Inwood, 
W.  Va.)*;  (5)  fr<xn  points  in  that  part 
of  Pennsylvania  on,  east,  and  south  of 


a  line  beginning  at  the  Maryland- 
Pennsylvania  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Susquehanna  River  to  Harrisburg, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line,  to 
points  in  West  Virginia  (Baltimore,  Md., 
Winchester,  Va.,  and  the  plantsite  of 
Musselman  Fruit  Products,  Division  of 
Pet,  Inc.,  at  Inwood,  W.  Va.)  * ;  and  to 
points  in  Kentucky  (Baltimore,  Md., 
Winchester,  Va ,  and  the  plantsite  of 
Musselman  Fruit  Products,  Division  of 
Pet,  Inc.,  at  Inwood,  W.  Va.,  and  Mor¬ 
gan  County,  Va.)  *.  The  pvurpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
marked  with  asterisks. 

No.  MC  29079  (Sub-No.  E40) ,  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  January  23,  1975,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  Septem^r  11, 
1975.  Applicant:  BRAD  A  MILLER 

FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  1210  S,  Union, 
P.O.  Box  935,  Kokomo,  Ind.  46901.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Edward  K.  Wheel¬ 
er,  Southern  Bldg.,  15th  &  H,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority  soufidit  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities;  (13)  between 
points  in  Lenawee,  Monroe,  and  Washen- 
taw  Coimties,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois  in 
and  south  of  Hancock,  McDonough,  Ful¬ 
ton,  Peoria,  Woodford,  McLean,  DeWitt, 
Piatt,  Champaign,  and  Vermilion  Coun¬ 
ties,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Tipton  County,  Ind.  The  purpose  of  this 
partial  correction  is  to  correct  the  ter¬ 
ritorial  descriptions.  ’The  remainder  of 
this  letter-notice  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  E43),  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  31, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  August  25, 1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DAU^  &  MAVIS  FORWARD¬ 
ING,  CO.,  INC.,  4000  W.  Sample  St., 
South  Bend,  Ind.  46627.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  CSiarles  Pieroni  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Steam 
shovels,  cranes,  crawler-type  shoveds  and 
cranes,  straddle  trucks,  fork  trucks,  and 
self-propeUed  building,  construction,  and 
moving  machinery,  which  because  of 
weight  and  size  require  special  equipment 
and  handling,  and  self-propeUed  steam 
shovels,  cranes,  crawler-type  shovels  and 
cranes,  straddle  trucks,  fork  trucks,  and 
self-propelled  building,  construction,  and 
moving  machinery,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more;  (1)  from  points  in  New 
York,  .  .  .  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above.  ’The  purpose  of  this  par¬ 
tial  correction  is  to  correct  the  commod¬ 
ity  description.  The  remainder  of  this 
letter-notice  remains  as  previously  pub¬ 
lished. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  E47) ,  (correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  31, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  August  25, 1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DALLAS  &  MAVIS  FORWARDING 
CO.,  INC.,  4000  W.  Sample  St..  South 
Bend,  Ind.  46627.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Charles  Pieroni  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
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routes,  transporting:  Road  construction 
and  earth  moving  machines  and  equip¬ 
ment  (except  trailers  designed  to  be 
drawn  bjr  a  truck  tractor) ,  the  transpor¬ 
tation  which  because  of  size  o*  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
self-propped  road  construction,  and 
earth  moving  marines  and  equipment, 
each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more; 

(1)  from  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire.  Vermoit.  Massachusetts,  Connec¬ 
ticut.  Rhode  Island,  New  Jersey,  and 
New  York  to  points  in  Minnesota,  Iowa, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska, 
Colorado,  Wyoming,  Montana,  Idaho, 
Utah,  Arizona,  Oregon.  Washington,  and 
(California.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  those  points 
in  that  portion  of  New  York  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Rochester,  N.Y., 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
jimction  New  York  Highway  245,  thence 
along  New  York  Highway  245  to  junc¬ 
tion  New  York  Highway  39,  thence  along 
New  York  Highway  39  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
219  to  the  New  York-Pennsylvanla  State 
line,  and  South  Bend,  Ind.  The  purpose 
cA  Uiis  partial  correction  is  to  correct 
the  destination  territory.  The  remainder 
of  this  letter-notice  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  E62),  (correc¬ 
tion)  .  filed  May  16,  1974,  published  Sep¬ 
tember  16,  1975.  Applicant;  DALLAS  & 
MAVIS  FORWARDING  CO.,  INC.,  4000 
W.  Sample  St.,  South  Bend,  Ind.  46627. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  Pie- 
roni  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Contractor’s  equipment,  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  reqviire  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment;  (6)  between  points  h  Wisconsin, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those 
points  in  Michigan  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Lake  Michigan  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  96  to 
junction  Michigan  Highway  21,  thoice 
along  Michigan  Highway  21  to  Lake 
Huron;  and  contractors’  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Wisconsin,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ohio 
(those  points  in  Michigan  on,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Michigan 
and  extending  along  the  northern  bound¬ 
aries  of  Allegan,  Barry,  and  Eaton  Coun¬ 
ties,  Mich.,  to  junction  Business  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  96  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  127,  thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way  127 
to  the  Michigan-Ohio  State  line)*,  and 
between  points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Maine  (New  York)  *.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  diminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above.  The  purpose  of 
this  partial  correction  is  to  aorrect  the 
territorial  description  above.  The  re¬ 
mainder  of  tills  letter-notice  remains  as 
previously  published. 

No.  MC  29886  (Sub-No.  £93)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  .  filed  MayJ.6, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  June  24,  1975.  Appli¬ 
cant:  DALLAS  k  MAVIS  FORWARD¬ 


ING  CO.,  INC.,  4000  W.  Sample  St.,  South 
Bend,  Ind.  46627.  A]x>Ucant’8  representa¬ 
tive:  Charles  Pienmi  (same  as  above). 

Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Contrac¬ 
tor^  equipment,  restricted  to  dump-truck 
bodies,  from  those  points  in  Ohio  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Ohio-Indiana  State  line,  .  .  .  those  in 
Nebraska  on  and  west  of  UB.  Highway 
281,  those  in  South  Dakota  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  281,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Marion,  Ohio, 
anil  points  within  five  miles  thereof.  The 
purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is  to 
clarify  the  destination  areas  and  the 
gateway.  The  remainder  of  this  letter- 
notice  remains  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  37218  (Sub  E6) ,  filed  May  31, 
1974.  Applicant:  VIRGINIA  CAROLINA 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4988, 
Martinsville,  Va.  24112.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  T.  C.  Clark  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
•  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  Classes  A  and  B  Explosives, 
hous^old  goods  as  defined  by  the  (Tom- 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requirii^  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading,  betiveen  points  in  West 
Virginia  within  150  miles  of  Wsrthe 
County,  Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  North  Carolina,  Virginia, 
points  in  Maryland  within  55  miles  of 
Gaithersburg,  Maryland,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Peimsylvania  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  Philadelphia,  Peimsyl- 
vania,  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  611  to  Easton,  Pennsylvania,  thence 
along  a  line  extending  from  Easton 
through  Albany,  Pennsylvania,  to  Pine 
Grove,  Pennsylvania,  thence  along  a  line 
extending  from  Pine  Grove  through 
Linglestown,  Pennsylvania,  to  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pennsylvania,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  230  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  72,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  72  to  Lancaster,  Pennsylvania 
and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
point  of  beginning,  also  points  in  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1  betweoi  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  and  MorrisvUle,  Poinsylvania, 
including  points  on  the  indicated  por¬ 
tions  of  the  highways  specified.  'The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Virginia  within  150 
miles  of  Wythe  County,  Virginia.  Points 
in  Virginia  within  55  miles  of  Gaithers¬ 
burg,  Maryland  and  Baltimore,  Mary¬ 
land. 

No  MC  41406  (Sub-No.  El)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  15, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  September  2, 1975.  Ap- 
pMcant:  ARUM  TRANSPORTATTON 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2176,  Ham¬ 
mond,  Ind.  46323.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  William  j.  Walsh  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix 


V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certtficates.  61  M.C.C.  209;  (a) 
between  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Riinois 
State  line  extending  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  30  to  Sugar  Grove,  thence  along  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  56  to  CThicago,  thence 
akmg  Interstate  Highway  90  to  the  Uli- 
nois-Indiana  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Indiana, . . .; 

(c)  between  p(^ts  in  Illinois  cm  and 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  80,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Indiana  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  . . .; 

(d)  between  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
niinois  State  line  extending  along  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  9  to  Bloomington,  thence 
sdong  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  17,  thence  along  UUnols 
Highway  17  to  the  lUinois-Indiana  State 
line  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Indiana  on  and.  north  of  UB. 
Highway  30;  and  (e)  between  points  in 
that  part  of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  lowa-Blinois  State 
line  extending  along  UB.  Highway  to 
Galesburg,  thence  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  6,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6  to 
Joliet,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
the  niinols-Indlana  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Indiana  . . .  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Gary,  Ind. 
The  purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is 
to  clarify  the  territorial  descriptions.  The 
remainder  of  this  letter-notice  remains 
as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  41406  (Sub-No.  E7) ,  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  September  2, 1975. 
Applicant:  ARUM  TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2176,  Ham¬ 
mond,  Ind.  46323.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Walsh  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as ‘a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix 
V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Middle- 
town,  Ohio,  to  points  In  Wisconsin  west 
and  north  of  Vernon,  Jimeau,  Adams, 
Marquette,  Waushara,  Waupaca,  Sha¬ 
wano,  Oconto,  and  Marinette  Counties, 
including  points  within  these  counties. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  plant  site  of  Jones  & 
TAiighiin  steel  Corporatum  located  in 
Putnam  (Tounty,  Ill.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  correct  tyixjgraphicrJ 
errors  above. 

No.  MC  41406  (Sub-No.  E15),  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  15,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  Sept^ber  22, 1975. 
Applicant;  ARTTM  TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM,  INC..  P.O.  Box  2176,  Ham¬ 
mond,  Ind.  46323.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  J.  Walsh  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Stuih  iron 
and  steel  articles  as  are  building  and 
construction  materials,  from  thoro  points 
in  .  .  .  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  218  to 
Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  thence  along  UB. 
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Highway  151  to  Junction  Iowa  Highway  cas,  Paulding,  Putnam,  Williams,  and  way  70,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High- 
13,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  13  to  Wood  Counties,  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  way  70  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
Marquette,  Iowa,  to  the  lowa-Wisconsin  this  filing  ts  to  eliminate  the  gateway  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  45  to  the 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  of  Chicago.  HI.,  or  a  point  in  its  omn-  Wisconsin-Michigan  State  line  to  points 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  plant-  merclal  zone.  The  purpose  of  this  partial  in  Maryland  on  and  south  of  a  line 

site  of  Jones  li  Laughlin  Steel  Corpora-  correction  is  to  correct  the  highway  de-  beginning  at  the  Vlrginia-Maryland 

tion  located  in  Putnam  Coimty,  HI.  The  scription  above.  The  remainder  of  this  State  line  near  Washington,  D.C.,  thence 
purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is  to  letter-notice  remains  as  previously  pub-  along  the  Washington,  D.C.,  boundary 
correct  a  typographical  error  above.  The  lished.  line  to  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 

remainder  of  this  letter-notice  remains  60o14  (Sub-No  E81)  (Correc-  Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  High- 

as  previously  published.  ^  1974^  published  in  the  ^  .301.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  301 

No.  MC  41406  (Sub-No.  E16),  (Cor-  F'ederal  Register  September  3,  1975.  jui.ction  Maryland  Highway  300, 
rection) ,  filed  May  15, 1974,  published  in  Applicant:  AERO  TRUCKING,  INC.,  along  Ma^land  Hi^way  300 

the  Federal  Register  September  22,  P.O.  Box  308,  Monroeville,  Pa.  15146.  Ap-  ~  1"®  Maryland-Delaware  State  line. 

1975.  Applicant:  ARTTM  TRANSPOR-  plicant’s  representative:  William  J.  Rori-  Pupwse  of  this  fihng  is  to  eliminate 
TATION  SYSTEM,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2176,  son  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  “  Smyth  County  and 

Hammond,  Ind.  46323.  AppUcant’s  rep-  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  Lynchburg,  Va. 


resentative:  William  J.  Walsh  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix 
V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209;  (c) 
from  points  in  Illinois  (except  points  in 
Jo  Daviess,  Stephenson,  Winnebago, 
Lake,  Kane,  Boone,  DeKalb,  Ogle,  Car- 
roll,  Whiteside,  McHenry,  L^,  Rock  Is¬ 
land,  Mercer,  Henry,  and  Bureau  Coun¬ 
ties)  ,  to  points  in  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Gary,  Ind.  The 
purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is  to 
delete  the  exception  and  to  correct  a 
typographical  error.  The  remainder  of 
this  letter-notice  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  41406  (Sub-No.  E17),  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  15, 1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  September  2, 1975. 
AppUcant:  ARTIM  TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2176,;  Ham¬ 
mond,  Ind.  46323.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  William  J.  Wal^  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  souedit  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as, described  in  Appendix 
V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209;  (a) 
from  Kokomo,  Ind.,  .  .  .  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Gary,  Ind.  (Chic^o,  Commercial  zone, 
and  Portage,  Ind.) .  The  purpose  of  this 
partial  correction  is  to  delete  the  excep¬ 
tion.  The  remainder  of  this  letter-notice 
remains  as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  41406  (Sub-No.  E23),  (Cor¬ 
rection).  filed  May  15,  1974,  pi^lished 
in  the  Federal  Register  September  2, 
1975.  AppUcant:  ARTIM  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  SYSTEM.-INC.,  P.O.  Box  2176, 

•  Hammond,  Ind.  46323.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  WiUiam  J.  Walsh  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix 
V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209;  (b) 
from  points  in  Morgan,  Macon.  Sanga¬ 
mon,  Cairistian,  Mason,  Montgomery, 
Macoupin,  and  Madison  Coimties,  HI., 
and  that  part  of  St.  Clair  County,  HI., 
on  and  north  of  HUnois  Highway  161  (in¬ 
cluding  East  St.  Louis,  HI.) ,  to  points  in 


vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  by  reason  of  their  size  or  weight, 
requires  the  use  of  special  equipment, . . . 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  the 
West  Virginia-Virginia  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  Michigan,  and  between  points  in  West 
Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  those  points  in  the  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  of  Michigan  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  2,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  2  to  the  Michigan-Wisconsin 
State  Une.  The  pvirpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Brooke,  Han¬ 
cock,  MarshaU,  and  Ohio  Counties,  W. 
Va.,  Columbiana,  Cuyahoga,  Mahoning, 
Summit,  and  TrumbuU  Counties,  Ohio, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on  and 
east  of  a  Une  extending  from  Mansfield 
to  Pomeroy,  Ohio,  along  Ohio  Highway 
13  to  junction  thereof  with  U.S.  Highway 
33,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  33  to 
Pomeroy,  and,  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  30  extending  from  Msuisfield  to 
the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  Une.  Ihe 
purpose  of  this  partial  correction  is  to 
correct  the  territorial  description.  The 
remainder  of  this  letter-notice  remains 
as  previously  published. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E201),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col- 
UnsvUle,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  new  furniture  and  furniture 
parts  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Wisconsin  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  Une 
beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  10  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
jimction  Wisconsin  Highway  72,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  72  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  25,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  25  to  junction  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  64,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  64  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  27,  thence  along  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  27  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  8, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  8  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S. 


No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E202),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TOANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col- 
UnsvUle,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tran^rting:  Furniture  parts, 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  disMbution  of 
new  furniture  and  furniture  parts  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Wisconsin 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  Une  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  State  Une  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  63  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  72,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
72  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  25, 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  25  to 
jimction  Wisconsin  Highway  64,  thence 
along  Wisconsin  Highway  64  to  Junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  27,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  27  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  8,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  8 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  70,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
45  to  the  Wisconsin-Michigan  State  Une 
to  Washington,  D.C.  The  purpose  (rf  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  in  Smyth  County  and  Lyiichburg, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-Nb.  E203),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col- 
UnsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furni¬ 
ture  parts,  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  new  furniture  and  fur¬ 
niture  parts  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  points 
in  Wisconsin  to  points  in  Virginia  on, 
east,  and  south  of  a  Une  beginning  at 
the  North  CaroUna-Virginia  State  Une, 
thence  along  the  CarroU-Patrick  County 
Une  to  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  thence 
along  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  to  junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  8,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  8  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  221,  thence  aloi^  U.S.  Highway 
221  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  220  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  250,  thence  along  U.8.  High¬ 
way  250  to  junction  Virginia  Highway 


Defiance,  Fulton,  Hancock,  Henry,  Lu-  Highway  51  to  junction  Wisconsin  High-  42,  thence  along  Virginia  Hl^diway  42 
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to  junction  U.S.  Highway  33,  thence 
along  n.S.  Highway  33  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  20,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  20  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  3,  thence  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  3  to  jvuiction  U.S.  Highway  301, 
thence  along  n.S.  Highway  301  to  the 
Virginia-Marylsuid  State  line,  thaice 
along  the  Virginla-Maryland  State  line 
to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Smyth  Coxmty  and  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E204),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  <X)RP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  remre- 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Furniture  parts,  materials,  equipment, 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  new  furniture  and 
furniture  parts  (except  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  Wisconsm  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  State  line  and  extending  along 
XT.  S.  Highway  10  to  jimction  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  63,  thence  along  U.  S.  Highway  63  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  72,  thence 
i^ng  Wisconsin  Highway  72  to  jimction 
Wisconsin  Highway  25,  thence  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  25  to  jimction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  64  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  27,  thence  along  Wtsoonsin 
Highway  27  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
8,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  8  to  jimc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
70  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence 
^ong  U.S.  Highway  45  to  the  Wisconsin- 
Michigan  State  line  to  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  on,  east,  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  North  Carolina-Virginia 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  221  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  94  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
94  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  100,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  100  to  junction  U.S.  Hlgdi- 
way  219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219 
to  the  Virginia- West  Virginia  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Virginia- West  Virginia 
State  line  to  the  Rocklngham- 
Shenandoah  County  line,  thence  along 
the  Rockingham-Shenandoah  County 
line  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  260, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  260  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  211,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  211  to  the  Virginia-Mary- 
land  State  line,  and  points  located  north 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Nmth 
Carolina-Virginia  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Carroll-Patrick  County  Uhe  to 
the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  thence  along 
the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway  to  junction  Vtr- 
ghiia  Highway  8,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  8  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  221, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  221  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence  sdong  U.S. 
Highway  220  to  junctiim  U.S.  Highway 
250,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  250  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  42,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  42  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  33,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 


way  33  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  20  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  3,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  3  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  301,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  301  to  the  Virglnia-Maryland 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  points  in 
Smyth  County  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E205),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385, 
Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  new  furniture  and  furniture  parts 
(except  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Michigan 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  on  Lake 
Michigan  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  BR  94  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  94,  thence  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  94  to  junction  Michigan  Highway  39, 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  39  to 
the  United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  to  points  in  Virginia 
bounded  by  a  line  b^dnning  at  the  North 
Carolina-Virginia  State  line,  thence 
along  the  Henry-Pittsylvania  County  line 
to  the  Franklin-Plttsylvania  County  line, 
thence  along  the  Franklin-Plttsylvania 
County  line  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  29,  thence 
along  U.S.  BUghway  29  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  43,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  43  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
460,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  29  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  56,  thence  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  56  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  13,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  13  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  681,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  681  to  jimction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  38,  thence  along  Virginia  IBghway 
38  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  153, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  153  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  460,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  460  to  junction  Virghiia 
Highway  627,  thence  along  Virginia  Ifflgh- 
way  627  to  junction  Virginia  Highway 
703,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway  703 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  301,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  40,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  40  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
35  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  58,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  58  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highwt^  653,  thence  along  1^- 
ginla  Highway  615  to  jimction  Virginia 
Highway  616,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  616  to  junction  U.S.  Hi^way 
13,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  13  to  the 
Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Virginia-North  Carolina 
State  line,  to  the  point  of  beginning.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  &nyth  County  and 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E206),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Aimlicant:  ROY  STONE 


TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.,  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  soueht  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fur¬ 
niture  parts,  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  new  furniture  and  furni¬ 
ture  parts  (except  in  bulk) ,  from  points 
in  Michigan  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Lake  Michigan  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  the  Black  River  to  U.S. 
Highway  21,  thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way 
21  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  131,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  131  to  junction 
Michigan  Highway  20,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  20  to  junctiim  U.S. 
Highway  27,  thmce  along  U.S.  Highway 
to  junction  Michigan  Highway  61,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  61  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along  UB.  Hlflh- 
way  23  to  Tawas  City,  Mich.,  th^ce 
across  the  Tawas  Bay  to  Lake  Huron  to 
points  in  Virginia  bounded  by  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  North  Carolina-Virginia 
State  line  and  extending  Along  the  Pat- 
rlck-Henry  County  line  to  Virginia  High¬ 
way  57,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
57  to  junction  Virginia  Hiediway  623, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  623  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  40,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  40  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  220,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  220  to  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway, 
thence  alimg  the  Blue  Ridge  Parkway 
to  junction  Virginia  Highway  664,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  664  to  junction 
Virginia  Highway  151,  thence  alimg  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  151  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  6,  thence  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  6  to  junctlcm  U.S.  Highwi^  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  junction 
Virginia  Highway  238,  thmce  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  238  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  17  to 
the  York  River,  thence  along  the  York 
River  and  Chesapeake  Bay  to  the  Atlan¬ 
tic  Ocean. 

Thence  cdong  the  Atlantic  Shore  to  the 
Virginia-Nmth  Carolina  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  to  U.S.  Highway  13,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  13  to  Junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  616,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  616  to  junction  Virginia  High¬ 
way  653,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
653  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  58,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  58  to  junctiim  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  35,  thence  along  Virginia 
Highway  35  to  junctiim  Virginia  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  Virginia  Highway 
40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  301,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  301  to  Junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  703,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  703  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  627,  thence  along  Virginia  . 
Highway  627  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
460,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460 
to  junction  Virginia  IBghway  153,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  153  to  junctlcm 
Virginia  Highway  38,  thence  along 
Virginia  Highway  38  to  junction  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  681,  thence  alcmg  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  681  to  junction  Virginia 
Highway  13,  thence  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  13  to  junction  U.S.  Hifihway  dO, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  60  to 
Junction  Virginia  Highway  56,  thence 
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along  Virginia  Highway  56  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  29.  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  29  to  Junction  UJS.  Highway 
460,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  460 
to  Junction  Virginia  Highway  43,  thence 
along  Virginia  Highway  43  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  29.  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  29  to  Junction  Virginia  Highway  40, 
thence  along  Virginia  Highway  40  to 
the  Pranklln-Plttsylvania  County  line, 
thence  along  the  Franklin-Pittsylvania 
County  line  to  the  Henry-Pitteylvania 
Coimty  line,  thence  along  the  Henry- 
Pittsylvania  County  line  to  the  Virginia- 
North  Carolina  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Virginia-North  Carolina  State  line 
to  the  point  of  beginning.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Smyth  County  and  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E207).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Apidlcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
\ised  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  new  furniture  and  fumitiu:e  parts 
(except  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Michi¬ 
gan  on,  north  arid  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lake  Huron  extending  along  UH. 
Highway  23  to  Junction  Michigan  High¬ 
way  61.  thence  along  Michigan  Highway 
61  to  Jimctkm  UB.  Highway  27,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  27  to  Junction  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  20,  thence  along  Michigan 
Highway  20  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  31, 
thence  along  n.S.  Highway  31  to  Junction 
Michigan  Highway  46,  thence  al<mg 
Michigan  Highway  46  to  lake  Michigan, 
to  points  in  North  Cantina  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  South  Carolina- 
North  Carolina  State  line  extending 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  109  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  29  to  Junction  n.S.  Hish- 
way  311,  thence  along  U.S.  Hiihway  311 
to  junction  North  Carolina  Highway  66, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway  68 
to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  220,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  220  to  the  North 
Carolina-Virginia  State  line,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  South  Carolina- 
North  Carolina  State  line  extending  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  38  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  74,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  74  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  220, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  220  to  Junc¬ 
tion  North  (Carolina  Highway  24,  thence 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  24  to 
junction  North  Carolina  Highway  22, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway  22 
to  Junction  North  Carolina  Highway  49, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway  49 
to  Junctkm  North  Carolina  Highway  87, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Hi^way  87 
to  Jimction  UB.  Highway  29,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  29  to  the  North  CaroUna- 
Virglnia  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  dlminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Smyth  County  and  Lynchburg. 
Va. 


No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E208^,  filed 
May  13.  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  PO  Box  386,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  r^re- 
sentattve:  Joe  Cfiyde  VHlson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transpmiiing:  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  new  fiuniture  and  furniture  parts 
(except  in  bulk),  from  p<^t8  in  Michi¬ 
gan  to  points  in  North  (Carolina  <m  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  South 
Carolina-North  Carolina  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
38  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  74,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  74  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  220,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
220  to  Jimction  North  Caroliim  Highway 
24.  th^ce  along  North  Cantina  High¬ 
way  24  to  junction  North  Carolina  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  along  Noith  Cantina 
Hi^way  22  to-  junction  North  Carolina 
Highway  49,  thence  along  N<xt;h  Caro¬ 
lina  His^way  49  to  Junction  North  (Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  87,  thence  al<mg  North 
Carolina  Highway  87  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  29,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
29  to  the  North  (Carolina-Virginia  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  points  in  SmytiT 
(County  and  Lynchburg.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub.  No.  E209).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CX>RP.,  PO  Box  386.  Col¬ 
linsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  (Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  shipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  new  furniture  and  furniture  parts  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  from  p<^ts  in  Michigan 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  LtJce 
Huron  extending  along  Michigan  High¬ 
way  90  to  Junction  Michigan  Highway 
24,  thence  along  Michigan  Highway  24  to 
Junction  Michigan  Highway  46,  thence 
along  Michigan  Highway  46  to  Junction 
Michigan  Highway  47,  thence  along 
Michigan  IBghway  47  to  Junction  n.S. 
Efighway  10,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
10  to  Junction  Michigan  Highway  115, 
thence  alcmg  Michigan  Highway  115  to 
Lake  Mif»hlg^n,  thence  across  Lake  Mich, 
igan  to  Green  Bay.  thence  to  the  Wis- 
consin-Michigan  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Wisconsin-Michlgan  State  line  to 
taIcw  Superior,  to  points  in  South  Claro- 
Unn.  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Georgia-Scwth  Carolina  State  line 
oTtfTiding  akmg  UB.  Hicd^way  17  to  Junc- 
thm  n.S.  Highway  601,  thence  altmg  UB. 
Hi^way  601  to  Junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  *34,  thence  alcmg  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  34  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  21,  thence  ak«g  U.S.  Highway  21 
to  the  NtMTth  (^andlna-South  C^arolhia 
State  line,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  21  to  Junctkm  UB.  High¬ 
way  17,  thence  akmg  U.S.  Hlsdiway  17 
to  Junction  South  Carolina  Highway  303, 


thence  along  South  Carolina  Hiidiway  ^ 
303  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Junction  South 
Carolina  Highway  102,  thence  along 
Soutti  Carolina  EUghway  102  to  Junction 
South  Carolina  Highway  742,  thoice 
along  South  Carolina  Highway  742  to  the 
South  CaroUna-Nrarth  Carolina  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  points  in  &iQrth 
County  and  lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E210),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Ctol- 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Joe  CTyde  Wilson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  new  furniture  and  furniture  parts  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  fnnn  points  in  Bfichigan  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Lake 
Michigan  extending  along  Michigan 
Highway  43  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
131,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  131  to 
Junction  interstate  Highway  94,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  94  to  Junction 
Michigan  Highway  14,  thence  along 
Michigan  Hi^way  14  to  Jimction  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  39,  thence  along  Billchigan 
Highway  39  to  the  United  States-Canada 
International  Boundary  line,  to  points  in 
South  Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  friend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  21  to  Junction 
UB.  Highway  17,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  17  to  Jimction  South  CaroBna  High¬ 
way  303,  thence  akmg  South  Carolina 
Highway  303  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
15,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Junc¬ 
tion  South  Carolina  Highway  102,  thence 
along  South  ClaroUna  Highway  102  to 
junction  South  Carolina  Highway  742, 
thence  along  South  Carolina  Highway 
742  to  the  South  OiroUna-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  rilminate  the  gateway  of  pi^ts  in 
Smyth  County  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E211>,  filed 
May  13,  1974.  i^Ucant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  385,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Aimlicant’s  x^^re- 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting  r  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  new  furniture  and  furniture  parts  (ex¬ 
cept  hi  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Iowa  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
Missouri  State  line  extending  along  Iowa 
Highway  2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  akmg  U.S.  Highway  63  to  Junction 
Iowa  Highway  146,  thence  along  Iowa 
Hi^way  146  to  jimction  UB.  Highway 
30,  thence  along  U.S.  EUghway  30  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Highway  14,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  14  to  Junction  Iowa  Highway 
175,  thenee  along  Iowa  Highway  175  to 
Junction  Iowa  Highway  118,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  118  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  20,  thence  akmg  UB.  Hiidiway  20  to 
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junction  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  along 
n.S.  Highway  65  to  the  lowa-Minnesota 
State  line,  to  points  in  Maryland  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virglnia- 
Maryland  State  line  extending  along  the 
Wai^ngton,  D.C.,  boundary  line  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  VS. 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
301,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  301  to 
junction  Maryland  Highway  300,  thence 
along  Maryland  Highway  300  to  the 
Maryland-Delaware  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Smyth  Coimty  and  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E212),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  PO  Box  318,  Collins¬ 
ville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Joe  CSyde  Wilson  (same  as  above). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  veWcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Furniture  parts, 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
new  furniture  and  furniture  parts  (ex¬ 
cept  in  biilk) ,  from  points  in  Iowa  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  lowa- 
niinois  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to  jvmc- 
tion  Iowa  Highway  92,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  92  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  35,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
35  to  junction  Iowa  Hi^way  141,  thence 
along  Iowa  Highway  141  to  junction  Iowa 
Highway  144,  thence  along  Iowa  High¬ 
way  144  to  junction  Iowa  Highway  175, 
thence  along  Iowa  Highway  175  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  169,  thmce  along  U.S. 
Highway  169  to  junction  Iowa  Highway 
3,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  3  to  jimc- 
tion  Iowa  Highway  4,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  4  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  18, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  18  to  junc¬ 
tion  Iowa  Hl^way  4,  thence  along  Iowa 
Highway  4  to  the  lowa-Minnesota  State 
line,  to  Washington,  D.C.  ITie  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Smyth  Coimty  and  Lynchburg, 
Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E2l3).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  PO  Box  318,  Collins¬ 
ville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Joe  Clyde  Wfi^n  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Furniture  parts, 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  maniifacture  and  dlstri^tion  of  new 
fumltiure  and  furniture  parts  (except  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Iowa  to  points  in 
Virginia  on,  east  and  south  of  a  line 
begiimlng  at  the  North  Carolina- Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  8  to  junction  n.S.  Highwi^  58, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  58  to  junction 
Virginia  Highway  8,  thence  along  Vir¬ 
ginia  ffighway  8  to  junction  n.S.  High¬ 
way  221,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  221 
to  junctiim  UB.  Highway  11,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  11  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  250,  thence  along  n.S.  BOehway 
250  to  junction  Virginia  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Virginia  Hlehway  20  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  3,  thence 


along  Virginia  Highway  3  to  jtmctimi  UB. 
Highway  301,  thence  alimg  U.S.  Hiihway 
301  to  the  Virginia-Maryland  State  line, 
thence  along  the  Virginia-Maryland 
State  line  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean.  The 
piuT>ose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Smyth  County  and 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC-61825  (Sub-No.  E214),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  318,  Col¬ 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  new  furniture  and  furniture  parts 
(except  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Iowa  on, 
north  and  west  of  a  line,  beginning  at  the 
Blinois-Iowa  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  HUhway  20  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  63,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  63  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  96,  thence  along 
Iowa  Highway  96  to  junction  Iowa  High¬ 
way  14,  thence  along  Iowa  Highway  14  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  34,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  169,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  169  to  the  lowa- 
Missouri  State  line  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  South  Carolina-North  (Carolina 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
52  to  junction  North  Carolina  Highway  8, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway  8 
to  the  North  Carollna-Virginia  State 
line,  and  points  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  521  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
21,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  21  to  the 
North  Carolina-Virginia  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Smyth  County  and 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E215),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  P.O.  Box  318,  <^1- 
linsville,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as 
above)*.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Furniture 
parts,  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  new  furniture  and  furniture  parts  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  from  points  in  Iowa  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  South  Carolina- 
North  CaroUna  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction  North 
Carolina  Highway  8,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  8  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  29/70,  thence  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  29/70  to  junction  UB.  Highway  52, 
thence  along  U.S.  Hiehway  52  to  Junc¬ 
tion  North  Carolina  Highway  89,  thence 
along  North  Carqlina  Highway  89  to  the 
North  Carollna-Virginia  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Smyth  County  and 
Lynchburg,  Va. 


No.  MC  61825  (Sul>-No.  E216),  filed 
May  13,  1974,  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORP.,  PO  Box  318,  CoUlns- 
viBe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Furniture  p<urts, 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
In  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
new  furniture  and  furniture  parts  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  frmn  points  in  Iowa  to 
points  in  South  CaroUna  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
extending  along  the  South  Santee  River 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  17,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  17  to  junction  South 
CaroUna  Highway  45,  thence  along  South 
C^aroUna  Highway  45  to  junction  Alter¬ 
nate  UB.  Highway  17,  thence  alimg 
Alternate  U.S.  Highway  17  to  junction 
South  CaroUna  Highway  41,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  521,  thence  along  U.S.  Hlcdiway  521 
to  junction  South  CaroUna  Highway  377, 
thence  along  South  CaroUna  Highway 
377  to  junction  South  CaroUna  Highway 
261,  thence  along  South  CaroUna  High¬ 
way  261  to  junctkm  y.S.  Highway  52, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction 
South  CaroUna  Highway  341,  thence 
along  South  CaroUna  Highway  341  to 
junction  South  CaroUna  Highway  403, 
thence  along  South  CaroUna  Highway 
403  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  15,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  jimction  South 
CaroUna  Highway  102,  thence  along 
South  CaroUna  Highway  102  to  junction 
CaroUna  Highway  742,  th^ce  along 
South  CaroUna  Highway  742  to  the  South 
Carolina-North  CaroUna  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Smyth  County  and 
Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E592) ,  filed  May 
13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  ColUnsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilscm  (same 
as  above).  Authmdty  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  products,  between  points  in 
Jefferson  County,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AmeUa, 
Amherst,  Appomattox,  Bedfwd,  Bruns¬ 
wick,  CampbeU,  CarroU,  diarlotte,  Cum¬ 
berland.  Dinwiddle,  Hoyd,  Franklin, 
GreensviUe,  Halifax,  Henry,  Ide  of 
Wight,  Lunenburg,  Mecklenburg,  Notto¬ 
way,  Patrick.  Pittsylvania,  Prince  Ed- 
wa^  Prince  George,  Southampton. 
Surry,  and  Suxxex  Counties,  Va.,  in^ud- 
ing  independmt  Cities  bounded  by  the 
above  named  Counties,  and  Chesf^ieake, 
Nansemond,  Norfolk,  Princess  Anne,  and 
Virginia  Beach,  Va.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  elimhiate  the  gateways  of 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  ES93).  filed 
May  13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATTON,  P.O.  Box 
385,  ChlUnsvlUe,  Va.  AppUcant’s  rwre- 
sentative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilscm  (same  as 
above).  Authoriti^  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irr^ular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
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steel  products,  between  points  in  Bel¬ 
mont  County,  Ohio  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Almanoe, 
Anson,  Bladen.  Brunswick,  Carteret, 
Caswell,  Chathiun.  Columbia,  Craven, 
Cumberland.  Duplin.  Durham.  Edge- 
comb.  Franklin,  Granville.  Greene,  Har¬ 
nett,  Hoke,  Johnston,  Jones,  Lee,  Lenoir, 
Montgomery,  Moore.  Nash.  New  Han¬ 
over,  Onslow,  Orange,  Pamlico,  Pender, 
Person,  Pitt,  Randolph.  Richmond,  Robe¬ 
son,  Sampson,  Scotland,  Stanly,  Union, 
Vance,  Wake,  Warren,  Wayne  and  Wil¬ 
son  Counties,  N.C.  Tlie  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E594),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  PjO.  Box 
385,  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Joe  Clyde  Wilson  (same 
as  above).  AuUuudty  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Iron  and  steO.  products,  between  points 
in  Guernsey  Covmty,  Ohio,  an  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North 
Carolina  except  points  in  Alexander, 
Alleghany,  Ashe,  Avery,  Buncombe, 
Burke.  Caldwell,  Catawba,  Cherokee, 
Clay.  Cleveland,  Davidson,  Davie,  For¬ 
syth,  Gaston.  Graham,  Guilford,  Hay¬ 
wood,  Hendorson.  Iredell.  Lincoln,  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  Macon.  Madison  Mitchell,  Polk, 
Randolph,  Roddngham,  Rowan,  Ruth¬ 
erford,  Stokes,  Surry,  Swain,  Transyl¬ 
vania,  Watauga,  Wilkes,  Yadkin  and 
Yancey  Covmties.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Weirton,  W.  Va.,  and  Lynchburg,  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  B613).  filed 
May  13.  1974.  AppUcant;  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  Collinsville.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harry  J.  Jordan.  1000 
6th  St..  NW..  Washli^ton.  D.C.  20036. 
Auttiority  sought  to  operate  aa  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 
regulsur  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Mon¬ 
roe  County,  Ohio  within  50  miles  cA 
Steubenville.  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Berkley,  Jeffer¬ 
son.  tmd  Morgan  CkHmUes,  W.  Va.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Weirton.  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (S(d)-N0.  E614),  filed 
May  13.  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  CollinsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
repreamitative:  Harry  J.  Jordan,  1000 
16th  St.,  NW.,  Washhlgton,  D.C.  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vrtiicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Jeffer¬ 
son  County.  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Pomsylvania  ex¬ 
cept  points  in  Allegheny,  Crawford, 
Mercer.  Armstrong,  Erie,  Venango, 
Beaver,  Forest,  Warren,  Butler.  Greene, 
Washington.  Clarion,  and  Lawrence 
Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Weirton,  W. 
Va. 


No.  MC  61825  (Sub-No.  E615).  filed 
May  13.  1974.  AimUcant:  ROY  STONE 
TRANSFER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box 
385,  ColUnsvme.  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Harry  J.  Jordan,  1000 
16th  St..  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 
Author!^  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiilar 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel 
products,  between  points  in  Westmore¬ 
land  Coimty,  Pa.,  within  50  miles  of 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Boone,  Lincoln, 
Pleasants,  Wayne,  Cabell,  Logan,  Put¬ 
nam,  Wirt,  Jackin,  Mason,  Ritchie, 
Wood,  Kanawha,  Mingo,  and  Roane 
Counties,  W.  Va.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Weirton,  W.Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E616) .  filed  May  13. 
1974.  Applicant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORP..  P.O.  Box  385,  ColUnsviUe, 
Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Harry  J.  Jordan.  1000  16th  St.,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  and  steel  products, 
between  points  in  Columbiana  Coun^, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Pennsylvania  except  points  in 
Allegheny,  Armstrong,  Beaver.  Butler, 
Cameron,  Clarion,  Clearfield,  Chrawford, 
Clinton,  Elk,  Erie.  Forest,  Indiana,  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Lawrence,  McEIean,  Mercer,  Pot¬ 
ter,  Venango,  Warren,  Washington,  and 
Westmoreland  Counties.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Weirton,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E617).  filed  May 
13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSraR  CX5RPORAHON,  P.O.  Box 
385,  ColUnsviUe,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Harry  J.  Jor^n,  1000 
16th  St.  NW.,  Washington.  D  C.  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Stark 
County.  Ohio  within  50  miles  of  Steuben¬ 
ville,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  Peniksylvania  except 
points  in  Allegheny,  Armstrong.  Beaver, 
Butler,  Cameron,  Clarion,  dearfirid. 
Clintcm,  Crawford,  Elk,  Erie,  Forest,  In¬ 
diana,  Jefferstm,  Lawrence,  Mercer,  Mc- 
Keui.  Potter,  Tioga,  Venango.  Warren. 
Washington  and  Westmoreland  Coun¬ 
ties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  cl  Weirton.  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E618) .  filed  May 
13,  1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE 

TRANSFER  C^RPORAHON,  P.O.  Box 
385,  ColUnsviUe.  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harry  J.  Jordan.  1000 
Mth  St.  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 
AuUiorlty  soi^t  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  products,  between  points  in  Har¬ 
rison  County,  Ohio,  on  the  (me  hand, 
mad.  on  the  other,  points  in  Pennsylvania 
except  points  in  Allegheny,  Faye^ 
Greene,  Washington  and  Westmoreland 
Counties.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
elimtnate  the  gateway  of  Weirttm,  W.  Va. 


No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E619) .  filed  May  13. 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STONE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  BOX  385, 
Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Harry  J.  Jordan.  lOOjO  16th  St. 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
tratisporting:  Iron  and  steel  products, 
between  points  in  CarroU  County,  Ohio, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania 
except  points  in  AUegheny,  Armstrong, 
Beaver.  Butler,  Clarion,  Crawford,  Erie, 
Forest,  Lawrence,  Mercer,  Venango,  and 
Warren  Coxmties.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Weirton,  Wi  Va.‘ 

No.  MC  61825  (Sub  E620) .  filed  May  13, 
1974.  AppUcant:  ROY  STXMIE  TRANS¬ 
FER  CXDRPORA'nON,  P.O.  BOX  385, 
Collinsville,  Va.  24078.  AppUcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Harry  J.  Jordan.  1000  16th  St. 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Iron  and  steel  products, 
between  points  in  Jefferson  Cotmty, 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  North  Carolina  except  points 
in  Alexander.  Alleghany.  Ashe.  Avery. 
Buncombe,  Burke.  CaldweU,  Cherokee. 
Clay,  Graham,  Haywood,  Henderson. 

'  McI^weU,  Macon,  Madison,  MiUhell. 
Pcdk,  Surry.  Swain.  Transylvania,  Wa¬ 
tauga.  Wilkes,  Yadkin  and  Yancey  Coirn- 
tles.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  Weirton,  W.  Va.. 
and  Lynchburg.  Va. 

No.  MC  64932  (Sub  E139) .  filed  June  3. 
1974.  AppUcant;  ROGERS  CARTAGE 
CO..  10735  S.  Cicero  Ave..  Oak  Lawn,  Bl. 
60453.  Applicant’s  representative;  W.  F. 
FarreU  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  oparate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^iicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
t^ransporting:  liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant  sites  of 
Baird  Chanical  Industries.  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Mapleton,  Bl..  to  those  points 
in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Blinois-Kentucky  State  line 
and  extending  along  Kentucky  Highway 
91  to  Junction  U.S.  Alt.  Highway  41,  to 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  St.  Louis.  Mo. 

No.  MC  73828  (Sub  E2).  filed  July  8. 
1974.  AppUcant;  D  li  R  MOVING  h 
TRUCKING,  INC..  249  Evans  Ave.. 
Oceanside,  N.Y.  11572.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Bruce  J.  Rabbins,  Suite 
1515,  One  Lefrack  City  Plaza,  Rushhig, 
N.Y.  11368.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdikde. 
ovm:  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Household  goods,  as  defined  by  tiie  Com¬ 
mission.  L(a)  between  points  in  Ckm- 
neeticut,  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Is- 
la33d,  on  the  cme  hand,  and,  (m  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  New  Jersey  and 
Pennsylvania  within  100  miles  of  Colum¬ 
bus  Chrcle,  New  York.  N.Y..  and  <m  and 
soutti  of  UH.  Highway  78.  Kb)  between 
points  in  New  Jersey  (except  points  in 
Sussex,  Warren,  Passaic.  Hunterdon 
Counties  and  points  in  that  part  of  Mor- 
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ris  County  west  of  Interstate  Hi^^way 
87) ,  and  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsyl> 
vania  on  aiul  south  of  UB.  Highway  1  Mid 
within  100  miles  of  Columbus  Circle. 
New  Toiic,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of  New 
York  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  30  to  jimction  New  York  High¬ 
way  17,  to  the  New  York-Pennsylvania 
State  line  and  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  New  York-Pennsylvania 
State  line,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62,  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  52,  to  the 
Niagara  River,  to  Lake  Ontario.  IL  be¬ 
tween  points  in  that  part  of  Maryland, 
Virginia  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  1,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  Nassau  and  Suffolk  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.Y.,  within  100  miles  of  Colum¬ 
bus  Circle,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points 
in  lhat  part  of  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
and  New  York  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  9W  and  within  100  miles  of  Colum¬ 
bus  Circle,  New  York,  N.Y.  m.  between 
points  in  that  part  of  Fairfield  County, 
Conn.,  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  tile  New  York -Connecticut  State  line, 
thence  along  Connecticut  Highway  123, 
to  junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  N.  Wil¬ 
ton,  thence  along  Connecticut  Highway 
33  to  junction  Connecticut  Highway  106, 
thence  along  Connecticut  Highway  106 
to  jimction  Connecticut  Highway  53, 
thence  along  Connecticut  Highway  53 
to  junction  Connecticut  Highway  107, 
thence  along  Connecticut  Highway  107 
to  junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
along  unnumbered  highway  to  Redding 
Ridge,  thence  along  Connecticut  High¬ 
way  58  to  Long  Island  Sound,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that 
part  of  New  York  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  11.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.-MC  94842  (Sub-No.  El)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  23, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  September  16,  1975. 
AppUcant:  ROBERT  CROCKET,  INC., 
102  Crescent  Ave.,  Chelsea,  Mass.  02510. 
Applicant’s  representative;  Frank  J. 
Weiner,  15  Comt  Square,  Boston,  Mass. 
02108.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  •  *  •  ihe 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Massachusetts.  The 
purpose  of  this  p>artial  correction  is  to 
correct  the  gateway.  The  remainder  of 
this  letter-notice  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  E2)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  14,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  September  3, 1975. 
AppUcant;  PARKHHL  TRUCK  CO., 
P.O.  Box  912,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative;  T.  M.  TaUon 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting; 
Commodities,  the  tnmsportatlon  of 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  or  hanHHng, 


and  seZZ-propeHed  articles,  each  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related 
machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies 
moving  in  connection  tiierewith,  re¬ 
stricted  to  commodities  which  are  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers,  between  points  in 
Ohio,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado.  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Loui^ana,  Missouri,  New 
Mexico,  Oklahona,  Oregon.  Texas,  Wyo¬ 
ming.  and  Washington.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Indiana  and  Wyoning.  The  purpose  of 
this  correction  is  to  correct  the  destina¬ 
tion  states. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub  E38) .  filed 
May  10,  1974.  AppUcant:  DIRECT 

TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008. 
Grand  Rapids,  Midi.  49508.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  P.O. 
Box  400,  Northville,  Mich.  48167.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  contrac- 
tors’  materials,  restricted  to  roofing  and 
roofing  materials,  from  those  points  in 
Ohio  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Ohlo-Indlana  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Ohio  Highway  18  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  75,  thence  alimg 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  junction  Ohio 
Hi^way  15,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
15  to  jimction  UB.  Highway  23,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  23  to  ju^tion  UB. 
Highway  30N,  thence  along  uB.  High¬ 
way  30N  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  30  to  the 
Ohio-West  Virginia  State  line,  to  those 
points  in  Missouri  witiiin  10  miles  of  the 
west  bank  of  Mississippi  River.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Whiting,  Ind, 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E39),  filed 
May  10,  1974.  AppUcant;  DIRECT 

’TRANSIT  LINES.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  P.O. 
Box  400,  NorthvlUe,  Mich.  48167.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials,  restricted  to  roofing  and 
roofing  materials,  frcan  those  points  in 
Ohio  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Ohlo-Indiana  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  30N,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30N  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  15,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway 
15  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  75, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
jimction  Ohio  Highway  18,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  18  to  the  Ohio-lndiana 
State  line,  thence  along  the  C^io-In- 
diana  State  line  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning  and  those  bounded  by  a  Une  begin¬ 
ning  at  Mansfield  and  extending  along 
Ohio  Highway  39  to  junction  Interstate 
EUghway  77,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  77  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  39.  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  39  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning.  to  those  points  in  Missouri  within 
ten  miles  of  the  west  bank  of  the  Misds- 
sippi  River  beginning  at  St.  Louis.  Mo., 


and  extending  along  the  Mississippi  River 
to  the  Ifiasouri-Iowa  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  dimlnate  the 
gateway  of  Whiting,  hid. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E40),  filed 
May  10.  1974.  AppUcant;  DIRECT 
TRANSIT  LINES.  INC..  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Graml  Rapids,  Midi.  49508.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  P.O. 
Box  400,  NiHthvme,  Mich.  48167.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  oponte  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials,  restricted  to  roofing  and 
roofing  materials,  from  those  points  in 
CMiio  on.  north,  and  east  d  a  Une  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio- West  Virginia  State 
Une  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
35  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  33,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
33  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  29.  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  29  to  the  Ohio-Indl- 
ana  State  Une,  and  south  of  a  Une  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohlo-Indlana  State  Une 
.  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30N,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  30N  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
the  Ohio-West  Virginia  State  Une  to 
those  points  in  Missouri  within  ten  mUes 
of  the  west  bank  of  the  Mississippi  River 
beginning  at  U.S.  Highway  54  and  ex¬ 
tending  sdong  the  Mississippi  River  to 
the  Missouri-Iowa  State  line.  ’Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Whiting,  Ind. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E41),  filed 
May  10.  1974.  AppUcant:  DIRECT 

TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  ApH>Ucant’s 
representative;  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  P.O. 
Box  400.  Northville,  Mich.  48167.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  c^ierate  as  a  common  car¬ 
der.  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials,  restrictec  to  roofing  ma¬ 
terials,  from  those  points  in  Ohio  on  and 
north  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
lndiana  State  Une  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30N,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  30N 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  30,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the  Ohio- West 
Virginia  State  Une  to  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  Mo. -East  St.  Louis.  lU.,  commer¬ 
cial  zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Joliet,  HI. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E42),  filed 
May  10.  1974.  AppUcant:  DIRECT 

TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt.  P.O. 
Box  400,  NorthvlUe.  Mich.  48167.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Building  contrac¬ 
tors’  materials,  from  Lockland,  Ohio,  to 
those  points  in  Missouri  within  the  St. 
Louis,  Mo. -East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  commercial 
zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
(Vandalia,  lU.)  *,  and  from  the  plantsite 
of  Certain-Teed  Products  Corporation 
at  Avery.  Ohio,  to  those  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  within  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St. 
Louis,  lU..  commercial  zone,  as  defined 


FEDfltAL  kEGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  204 — ^TUESDAY,  OCTOBER  21,  1975 


49174 


NOTICES 


by  the  Commission  (Indiana  and  Van- 
dalla,  Ohio)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  flhnc 
Is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  Indicated 
by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  E43).  filed 
May  10,  1974.  Applicant:  DIRBCT 

TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8008, 
Grand  Ri^ids,  Mich.  49508.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  P.O. 
Box  400,  Northville,  Mich.  48167.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  commoit 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Building  contract 
tors’  materials,  restricted  to  roofing  and 
roofing  materials,  from  points  in  Indiana 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  6  (except 
the  plantsite  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation,  located  at  B;ims  Harbor, 
Porter  County,  Ind.),  to  those  points  In 
Missouri  within  10  miles  of  the  west  bank 
of  the  Mississippi  River.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Gary,  Ind. 

No.  MC  107993  (Sub  E4).  filed  June  4, 
1974.  AiH?llcant:  J.  J.  WHJJS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  (XIMPANY,  P.O.  B<n  20096,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75220.  AiwUcant’s  represmitative: 
Joseph  Willis  (same  as  above) .  Author- 
1^  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  Irr^mlar 
routes,  transporting:  L  Plastic  pipe  or 
plastic  tubing  which  is  machinery, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
hi,  or  in  connection  with,  the  discovery 
develomnent,  production,  refining,  man¬ 
ufacturing,  processing,  storage,  trans¬ 
mission,  and  distribution  of  natural  gas 
and  petroleum  and  their  products  and 
byproducts,  machinery,  materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies,  used  in,  or  in  con- 
necticm  with,  the  construction,  opera¬ 
tion,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and 
dismantling  of  pipelines,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  ox 
Earth  drilling  machinery  and  equipment, 
and  machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
supplies,  and  pipe  Incidental  to,  used  in, 
or  in  connection  with  (a)  the  transpor¬ 
tation,  installation,  removal,  operation, 
repair,  servicing,  maintenance,  and  dis¬ 
mantling  of  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  (b)  the  conmletion  of  holes 
or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the  resulting  from 
drilling  operations  at  well  or  hole  sites, 
and  (d)  the  injection  or  removal  of  com¬ 
modities  into  or  from  holes  or  wells.  (A) 
between  points  in  Arizona,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Connecticut,  Delaware.  Georgia, 
Florid  that  part  of  Kentucky  in  and 
east  of  Mason,  Robertson,  Nicholas, 
Bomrbon,  Clark,  Madison,  Rockcastle, 
Pulaski,  Wayne,  and  Clinton  Counties, 
points  in  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Mississippi,  New  Hampshire.  New 
Jersey,  North  Carolina,  Rhode  Island. 
South  Carolina,  Virginia,  cmd  Vermont. 

(B)  ^tween  New  Mexico,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Geor^,  Florida,  North  Carolina.  South 
Carolhia,  and  that  part  of  Virginia  In 
and  east  of  King  George.  (Caroline.  Han¬ 
over,  Henrico.  Chesterfield.  Dinwiddle, 
and  Brunswick  Counties;  (C)  between 
T  ioulslana,  cm  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arizona,  Califomia, 
Idaho,  Nevada,  Mcmtana,  that  part  of 


North  Dakota  in  and  west  ot  Adams, 
Stark.  Doim,  liouBtrail.  Burke,  and  Hid- 
flnger  OounUea,  pcrints  in  Oregon,  Utah. 
Washington,  and  that  part  of  Wyoming 
in  and  west  of  Sweetwater,  Fremont, 
Natrcma,  Johnson,  and  Sheridan,  n. 
Plastic  pipe  and  plastte  tubing,  other 
than  those  cotmnodlties  medfied  in  Q) 
above,  the  transportatkm  of  which,  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment.  (A)  between  points 
in  Arizona,  on  the  cme  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Alabama,  Connecticut, 
Ddaware,  Georgia,  Florida,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  Nca*th 
Carolina,  Rhcxle  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Virginia,  and  Vermont;  (B)  between 
points  in  New  Mexico,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  ix)ints  in  Georgia, 
Flm-lda,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  and  Virginia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  the  grateway  of 
Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E40)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  31,  1974,  published  in 
the  FKDcitAL  Register  December  3.  1974.. 
Applicant:  FROZEN  FOOD  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mike  Smith 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fresh  meats,  from  points  in  Califor¬ 
nia.  New  Mexico,  Texas,  and  Arizona  to 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Pittsburg,  Pa.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  correct  the 
gateway. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E118),  fUed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.  S.E.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Signs,  sign  parts,  and  sign  acces¬ 
sories,  which,  because  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment;  (1) 
from  points  in  Washington  and  Oregon 
(except  Douglas,  Klamath.  Lake,  Coos, 
Chirry,  Josephine,  and  Jackson  Counties) , 
to  points  in  New  Mexico.  Colorado,  and 
Arizona  (except  Yuma  County)  (CTear- 
field,  Utah)*;  (2) (A)  from  points  in 
(Talifomia  north  of  Monterey,  San  Beni¬ 
to,  Fresno,  and  Inyo  Counties,  to  points 
in  Cdorado;  (B)  from  points  in  Califor¬ 
nia  in  and  south  of  Monterey,  San  Benito, 
Fresno,  and  Inyo  Counties,  to  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
24;  and  (C)  from  points  in  Califomia 
north  of  Alameda.  San  Joaquin,  Cala¬ 
veras,  and  Alpine  Counties,  to  points  In 
New  Mexico  north  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  New  Mexlco-Arlzona 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60  to  Jimction  U.S.  Highway  85. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  85  to  the 
United  States-Mexico  International 
Boundary  line  (Clearfield,  Utah)*;  (3) 
from  points  In  Idaho  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Colonwlo,  and  New  Mexico  (dearfield, 
Utah)*;  (4) (A)  from  points  tn  Nevada 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  6  to  points 


In  Colorado;  (B)  from  points  In  Nevada 
south  of  UB.  Highway  6  to  pohits  in 
Cc4orado  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  Hne  be- 
gtnntng  at  ihe  C(dorado-Utah  State  hne 
and  extending  almag  UB.  Highway  40  to 
Junction  interstate  Highway  25.  1h«ice 
along  Interstate  EDghway  25  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  50,  thrice  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  ttie  Colorado-Kansas  State 
line;  and  (C)  from  points  in  Nevada  to 
ix^ts  In  Wyoming  and  Montana  (Clear- 
Held,  Utah)*; 

(5)  from  points  in  Wisconsin,  Iowa, 
Michigan.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Connecticut. 
Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  District  of 
Columbia,  points  In  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  Illinois  Highway  9,  points  In 
on  and  north  of  Indiana  Highway  26, 
points  in  West  Virginia  on,  north,  and 
east  of  UB.  Highway  60,  and  points  in 
Virginia  on  and  north  of  UB.  Highway 
60  md  on  and  east  of  UB.  Highway  29, 
to  points  In  Arizona  on.  west,  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Utah-Arizona 
State  line  and  extending  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  89  to  jimction  Interstate  Highway 
17,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway  17 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  80.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Arizona- 
Callfomla  State  line  (Clearfield,  Utah)  * ; 
(6)  from  points  in  North  Dakota  to 
points  in  Arizona  (except  Cochise  Coim- 
ty)  (South  Dakota  and  Clearfield. 
Utah)*;  (7)  from  points  In  South  Da¬ 
kota  to  points  in  Arizona  on,  north,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arirona- 
New  Mexico  State  line  and  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  66  to  jimction  Ari¬ 
zona  Highway  77.  thence  along  Arizona 
Highway  77  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
89,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  89  to  the 
United  States-Mexico  International 
Boundary  line  (Clearfield,  Utah)*;  and 
(8)  from  points  in  Minnesota  to  points 
In  Arizona  on,  west,  and  north  of  a  line 
begliming  at  the  Utah-Arizona  State  line 
and  extending  along  Wisconsin  Highway 
89  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  17, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  17  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  the  Arlzona-Califor- 
nia  State  line  (points  in  Minnesota 
within  50  miles  of  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.; 
South  Dakota;  and  dearfield,  Utah)*. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimhiate 
the  gateways  indicated  by  asterisks 
above. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E51)  (cor¬ 
rection),  filed  May  31.  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  Dumber  3, 
1974.  Apidicant:  FROZEN  FOOD  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas.  Tex. 
75222.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mike 
Smith  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  dairy  products,  from  Co¬ 
lumbus  Junction,  Iowa,  to  points  In  New 
Mexico,  Arizona.  California,  Texas,  Lou¬ 
isiana,  Mississippi,  and  Memphis.  Tenn. 
Tlie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  points  in  Texas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  and  Arkan^.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  expand  the  gateways. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E13),  filed 
May  SO,  1974.  AppUcant:  INTERNA- 
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TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marlon  Rd..  S.E..  Rochester,  Minn.  55S01. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  520  Rrst  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 

N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sotight  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregiilar  routes,  transporting : 

(1)  Track-propelled  passenger  and  cargo 
vehicles,  and  attachments  for  such  ve¬ 
hicles.  which  because  of  size  or  weight, 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  re¬ 
stricted  that,  or  provided  that,  the  load¬ 
ing  and/or  imloadlng  which  necessitates 
the  qiecial  equipment  is  performed  by 
the  consignor  or  consignee  or  both,  and 

(2)  S^f -propelled,  track-propelled  pas¬ 
senger,  and  cargo  vehicles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related  at¬ 
tachments  -when  moving  in  connection 
therewith;  (a)  frmn  points  in  Idaho, 
Washington,  and  Oregon  to  points  in 
Texas,  Okltdimna.  Kansas,  Arkansas, 

T filial Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  and  South 
Carolina;  (b)  from  points  in  Nevada 
on  and  north  of  n.S.  Highway  6 
to  points  In  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  IjQuLslana.  Mississippi,  and 
Texas  (except  west  of  UB.  Highway  885) ; 
(c)  from  points  In  Nevada  to  points  in 
South  Carolina,  points  in  Tennessee  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  n.S.  Highway  45E  to  junction 
n.S.  Highway  45.  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45  to  the  Tennessee-Mississippl 
State  line,  points  In  Florida  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Florida-Ala- 
bama  State  line  and  extending  along  UJ5. 
Highway  221  to  jvmction  Florida  High¬ 
way  361A.  thence  along  Florida  Highway 
361A  to  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and  points  in 
Georgia  on.  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia- Alabama  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
280  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  75. 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
the  Georgia-Florida  State  line; 

(d)  from  points  in  California  In  and 
nmih  of  Santa  Cruz,  Santa  Clara,  Stan¬ 
islaus,  Calaveras,  and  Alpine  Counties  to 
pcdnts  in  Texas  on,  east,  and  north  of  a 
Une  beginning  at  the  Texas-New  Mexico 
State  line  and  extmiding  along  U.S. 
Hli^way  87  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
281.  thence  along  UB.  ffighway  281  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  and  points  In  Okla¬ 
homa.  Kansas.  Arkansas,  Louisiana. 
Alabama.  Florida,  Georgia,  and  South 
Carolina:  (e)  fnxn  points  in  Tuolumne, 
Mariposa,  Merced,  Madera,  San  Benito, 
Monterez,  Fresno,  Kings,  Tulare,  Mono, 
Santa  Barbara,  and  San  Luis  Obispo 
Coimtles,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Kansas  on 
and  north  of  a  line  beghming  at  the 
Kansas-Colorado  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  50  to  junction 
n.S.  Highway  54,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  54  to  junction  UB.  EOghway  77. 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  77  to  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line,  points  In 
Alabama  <xi  and  north  of  n.S.  Highway 
S4,  and  points  In  Florida.  Georgia  and 
South  Carolina;  (f )  from  points  in  Kem, 
Ventura,  Los  Aj^eles,  and  Orange  Coun¬ 
ties,  Calif.,  and  those  points  In  San 
Bemadino  and  Riverside  (bounties.  Calif., 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  395,  to 


points  in  South  Carolina;  Miami.  Fla.; 
points  in  Kansas  cm  and  north  Interstate 
EQghway  70.  points  in  Alabama  on  and 
north  of  n.S.  Highway  278,  and  points  in 
Georgia  on.  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Georgia-Alabama  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
278  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the  Florida- 
Georgia  State  line;  and  (g)  from  points 
in  San  Diego  County,  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Kansas  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
24,  and  points  in  South  Carolina  on, 
north,  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway 
26.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  Logan,  Utah. 

No.  MC  114855  (Sub-No.  E54).  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.,  SB.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nafl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  AuthCHdty  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregiilar  routes,  transporting: 
Commodities  which  because  of  their  size 
or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  related  machinery,  parts, 
and  related  contractors’  materials,  and 
supplies,  when  their  transixirtation  is  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  by  the 
specified  commodities  (2)  Self-propelled 
articles,  each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or 
more  and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts, 
and  supplies  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with  (restricted  to  commodities  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers) ;  (a)  between  points 
in  Minnesota  on  arid  west  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  71,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Missouri:  and  (b)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Minnesota  on,  north,  and 
west  of  Minnesota  Highway  60,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Missouri  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  lowa-Missouri  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  EUghway  69  to  junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  10,  thence  al<mg 
Missouri  Highway  10  to  junction  lifis- 
souri  Highway  13,  thence  along  Missouri 
BOghway  13  to  junction  UB.  Highway  65, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  65  to  the  Mis- 
souri-Arkansas  State  line.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  In  Minnesota  within  50  miles  of 
Siovix  FaDs,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E72).  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.,  SK,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Michael  E.  Mil¬ 
ler.  502  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo. 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  cdrrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle.  over  liregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Commodities,  which,  because  of  size 
or  w^cdit  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  (except  boats  and  Iron  and  steel  ar¬ 
ticles)  ,  and  related  machinery,  parts,  and 
related  eontractor^  materials  and,  sup- 
pUet  when  their  transportation  Is  inci¬ 
dental  to  the  transportation  of  the  specl- 
field  commodities,  and  (2)  Self-propelled 
articles,  each  welidilng  15,000  pounds  or 
more  and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts, 
apd  supplies  moving  In  cmmectlon  there¬ 
with  (restricted  to  commodities  trans¬ 
ported  on  trailers) ;  (a)  between  points 


in  Colorado  and  North  Dakota,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  In 
New  Jersey.  Delaware.  Connecticut. 
Rhode  Island.  Massachusetts,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  [South  Dakota  and 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  a  ' 
line  beginning  at  the  Maryland-P^msyl- 
vania  State  line  and  extoiding  along  un¬ 
numbered  .highway  (formerly  portion 
U.S.  Highway  15)  to  junction  Business 
UB.  Highway  15,  near  Fairplay,  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  15,  thence  id(mg  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  jimction  unnumbered 
highway  (formerly  portion  U.S.  Highway 
15),  through  Clear  Spring,  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  IS.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  the  Paiasylvania- 
New  York  State  line  (except  points  in 
Berks,  Bucks,  Chester,  Delaware,  Mont¬ 
gomery  and  Philadelphia  Counties,  Pa., 
and  points  in  Pamsylvania  on  and  east 
of  the  above-described  line  in  Adams. 
York,  Chunberland,  .Perry,  Dauphin, 
Lebanon,  and  Lancaster  Counties.  Pa., 
and  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  15  and  north'of  the 
East  Brsmch  of  the  Susquehuina  River 
in  Tioga,  Bradford,  Lycoming,  Sullivan, 
Union,  Snyder,  Northumberland.  Mon¬ 
tour.  and  ColumUa  Counties.  Pa.]  * ;  and 
(b)  between  points  in  North  Dakota,  and 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
In  West  Virginia  and  Kentucky  (South 
Dakota  and  Elgin,  BL)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E79),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.,  SB.,  Rochester,  Minn. 
55901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  E.  Miller.  520  First  Natl  Bank 
Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority 
sousdit  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Commodities,  (except 
boats) ,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
and  rioted  machinery,  parts,  attd 
related  contractors’  materials,  and  sap- 
pUes  when  their  transportation  Is  In¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  of  the 
specified  commodities,  and  (2)  Sel/- 
propeUed  artieles,  each  weig^iing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  In  con¬ 
nection  therewith  (restricted  to  com¬ 
modities  transported  on  trailers);  (a) 
between  points  in  California,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  North 
Dakota  (Utah  or  Nebraska,  and  South 
Dakota)  * ;  (b)  between  points  in  Oregon, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  South  Dakota  (Utah  or  Mon¬ 
tana)*;  (c)  between  points  In  Oregon, 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Missouri.  Illi¬ 
nois.  Ohio,  Kentucky,  West  'IBrglxda. 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey.  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Connecticut,  New  York.  Rhode 
Island,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
North  Carolina,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  (Utah)*;  (d)  between  points 
In  Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Kansas  (Utah  and  South 
Dakota)  *;  (e)  between  points  In  Oregon, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  In  Minnesota  (Utah  and  South 
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Dakota,  or  Montana,  points  In  South 
Dakota  east  of  the  Missouri  River  and 
North  Dakota)  • ;  (f )  between  points  in 
Oregon,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Michigan  smd  Wisconsin 
(Utah;  or  Montana  and  points  in  South 
(g)  between  points  hi  Washington,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  Nebraska,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Missouri, 
Kentucky,  Indiana,  Ohio,  West  Virginia, 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island.  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
(Utkh;  or  Montana  and  points  in  South 
Dakota  east  of  the  Missouri  River)  *; 

(h)  between  points  in  Washington,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Minnesota  (Montana,  points  in  South 
IXikota  east  of  the  BAissouri  River  and 
North  Dakota)  * ;  (i)  between  points  in 
Washington,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Michigan  and  Wis¬ 
consin  (Ut^;  or  Montana  and  points 
in  Sou^  Dakota  east  of  South  Dakota 
Highway  73)  •;  (j)  between  points  in 
Nevada,  on  the  one  hand,  an^  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Illinois,  Indiana.  Iowa,  Kentucky.  Mary¬ 
land.  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania.  Rhode 
Island,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  the  District  of  Coliunbia,  and  South 
Dakota  (Utah)  • ;  (k)  between  points  in 
Nevada,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  North  Dakota  and  Min¬ 
nesota  (Utah  and  South  Dakota)  * ;  (1) 
between  points  in  Idaho,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucl^,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island.  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia  (Utah)*;  (m)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Idaho,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wisconsin 
(Utah  or  Montana  or  Montana  and  South 
Dakota)  * ;  (n)  between  points  in  Idaho, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Minnesota  (Utah  and  South 
Dakota;  Montana  and  points  in  South 
Dakota  east  of  the  Missouri  River  or 
North  Dakota)  * ;  and  (o)  between  points 
in  Idaho,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Iowa  (Utah  or  points  in 
South  Dakota  east  of  the  Missouri 
River)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E80).  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2460 
Marlon  Rd.,  SJE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Ai^licant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  S20  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo. 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Commodities,  which  because  of  size 
or  weight,  re<iutre  the  use  of  q;)ecial 
equliHnent,  and  related  machinery,  parts, 
and  related  contractors’  materials,  and 
supfMes,  when  their  transportation  is  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  of  the 
specified  ccunmodities,  and  (2)  Self-pro- 
peUed  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 


pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tods,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith  (restricted  to  oom- 
modities  transported  on  trailers);  (a) 
between  points  in  California,  on  the  one 
hand.  and.  on  the  other,  (i)  points  la 
South  Dakota  (Nebraska)*,  and  (U) 
points  in  Minnesota  (Iowa  or  Nebradca, 
and  points  in  Minnesota  within  50  miles 
of  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.)*;  (b)  between 
points  in  Utah,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  North  Dakota  and 
Minnesota  (South  Dakota)  * ;  and  (c)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Montana,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa, 
Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania  (points  in  South 
Dakota  east  of  the  Missouri  River)  * .  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E85),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  AppUcant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
lon  Rd.,  S.E.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller.  520  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo. 

N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Commodities,  which,  because  of  size 
or  weight,  require  the  use  of  a  special 
equipment,  and  related  machinery,  parts, 
and  related  contractors’  materials,  and 
supplies  when  their  transportati<m  is  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  transportation  of  the 
specified  commodities,  and  (2)  Sdf-pro- 
peUed  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith  (restricted  to  commod¬ 
ities  transported  on  trailers) ;  (a)  (i)  be¬ 
tween  pohits  in  North  Dakota,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York  in  and  east  of  Monroe,  livingston, 
and  Steuben  Counties,  points  in  Mary¬ 
land  (except  in  and  west  of  Frederick 
County) ,  points  in  Virginia  on  and  east 
of  n.8.  Highway  301,  and  points  in  North 
Carolina  in  and  east  of  Hartford,  Bertie, 
Martin,  Beaufort,  and  Pamlico  Coimties; 
(il)  between  points  in  North  Dakota  on 
and  west  of  UB.  Highway  83  to  points  in 
North  Carolina  west  of  Hartford.  Bertie, 
Martin,  Beaufort,  and  Pamlico  Coimties, 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  15,  and  points 
in  South  Carolina  on  and  east  of  UB. 
Highway  52  (South  Dakota  and  points  in 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Maryland-Pennsylvania  State 
line  and  extending  along  mmumbered 
highway  (formerly  portion  n.S.  Highway 
15)  to  Junction  Bxisiness  U.S.  Highway 
15,  near  Fidrplay  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15.  thence  along  UB.  Highway  15  to 
jimction  unnumbered  hiihway  (formerly 
portion  n.8.  Highway  15) ,  through  Clear 
Spring,  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  15. 
thence  along  n.S.  Highway  15  to  the 
Pennsylvuda-New  York  State  Une  (ex- 
c^t  points  in  Berks,  Bucks.  Chester, 
Delaware.  Montgomery,  and  Philadelphia 
Counties.  Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  on  and  east  of  the  above  described 
nn«>  in  Adams,  York.  Cumberiand.  Perry, 
Dauphin,  LdMtnon,  and  Lancaster  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania  on 
Anrt  east  of  U.S.  Highway  IS  and  north 
of  the  East  Branch  of  the  Susqudtianna 
River  in  Tioga,  Bradford,  Lycoming,  Sul¬ 


livan.  Union,  Snyder,  Northumberland, 
Montour,  and  Colum^  Counties,  Pa.) ; 

(b)  between  points  in  South  Dakota, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  York  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15,  points  in  Maryland  (except 
Garrett  County) .  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia-North 
Carolina  State  line  and  extending  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  87  to  Jimction 
U.S.  Highway  301,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  301  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  and  points  in 
Virginia  east  of  Alleghany,  Rockbridge, 
Bedford,  and  Pittsylvania  Counties 
(points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Maryland-Penn¬ 
sylvania  State  line  and  extending  along 
unnumbered  highway  (formerly  portion 
UB.  Highway  15).  to  Junction  Business 
U.S.  Highway  15,  near  Fairplay,  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  15,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  Junction  unnumbered 
highway  (formerly  portion  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15) ,  through  dear  Spring  to  Jxmc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  15  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  line  (except  points  in  Berks, 
Bucks,  Chester,  Delaware,  Montgomery, 
and  Philadelphia  Counties,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
the  above  described  line  in  Adams,  York, 
Chimberland,  Perry,  Dauphin.  Lebanon, 
and  Lancaster  Counties,  Pa.,  and  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15  and  north  of  the  East  Branch 
of  the  Susquehanna  River  in  Tioga,  Brad¬ 
ford.  Lycoming,  Sullivan,  Union,  Snyder, 
Northumberiand,  Montour,  and  Colum¬ 
bia  Coimties,  Pa.)  (Massachusetts)  *.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E97).  filed 
May  30,  1974.  A]K>licant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Ma¬ 
rion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Au&ority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  v^cle,  over  Irregular  routra,  trans¬ 
porting:  (A)  (1)  Commodities  (except 
boats) ,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
related  machinery,  parts,  and  related 
contractors’  materials  and  supplies  when 
their  transportation  is  incidental  to  the 
transportation  of  the  specified  commodi¬ 
ties,  and  (2)  Self -propelled  articles,  each 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more  and  re¬ 
lated  machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  sup¬ 
plies  moving  in  connection  therewith  (re¬ 
stricted  to  commodities  transported  (xi 
trailers) ,  between  points  in  Idaho,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Kansas  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  81 
(Utah.  Montana,  or  Wyoming,  and  points 
in  South  Dakota  east  of  the  Missouri 
River)*;  (B)  (1)  Heavy  machinery  and 
other  contractors’  materials,  supplies, 
and  equipment  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment;  and  (2)  Self-propelled  articles, 
each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more, 
and  related  machinery,  tools,  parts,  and 
supplies  moving  in  connection  therewith 
(restricted  to  ccxnmodlties  transported 
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on  trailers) ,  between  points  in  Idalio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Kansas  oh  and  east  of  n.S.  Highway 
283  (Montana  or  Wyoming,  and  points 
in  South  Dakota  east  of  South  Dakota 
Highway  73)  •.  The  purpose  of  this  fiding 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  ElOO),  filed 
May  30.  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC..  2450  Ma¬ 
rion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Far¬ 
go,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
veUcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Commodities  (except  boats), 
which  because  of  size  or  wei|^  reaulre 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  related 
machinery  parts  and  related  contractors’ 
materials  and  supplies  when  their  trans¬ 
portation  is  incidental  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  the  specified  commodities,  and  (2) 
SelS-propeUed  articles,  each  weighing 
15,000  pounds  or  more  and  related  ma¬ 
chinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies  mov¬ 
ing  In  connection  therewith  (restricted 
to  commodities  transported  on  trailers) ; 
(a)  between  points  in  Oregon  and  points 
in  Washington  (except  Pend  Oreille, 
Stevens,  Ferry,  Spokane,  and  Uncoln 
Counties) ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Colorado  on,  east,  and 
nmrth  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ooknra- 
do-Nebraska  State  line  and  extending 
along  Coloradg  Highway  71  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  n.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  the  Colorado-Kansas  State 
Une.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateways  of  Utah  and  South 
Dakota. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  EllO),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  A];g)llcant:  H4TKkNA- 
TTONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mar¬ 
ion  Rd.  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Ap- 
idicant’s  representative:  Michael  E.  Mil¬ 
ler,  520  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Di^  58102.  Authority  sought  to  <H)er- 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Bulldozers,  tractors  (except  truck 
tractmrs),  mining  machinery,  air-power 
locomotives,  scrapers,  filter  machines, 
and  power  loading  and  unloading  ma¬ 
chinery,  restricted  to  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  special 
equlpm^t,  and  related  attachments  and 
parts,  moving  in  connection  therewith, 
and  (2)  Self-propelled  articles  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  (1)  above,  each  weighing  15,000 
poimds  or  more,  and  related  machlneiy 
and  parts  moving  in  connection  there¬ 
with  (restricted  to  commodities  trap^- 
ported  on  trailers) ;  (a)  from  points  in 
Orgeon  to  points  in  Mississippi,  Alabama. 
Florida,  CSeorgia,  South  Carolina,  and 
Tennessee;  (b)  from  points  in  Nevada 
to  points  in  Fiorida,  Georgia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  and  Alabama;  (c)  from 
points  in  Nevada  (except  dark  County) , 
to  points  in  Mississippi;  (d)  from  points 
in  California  in  and  north  of  Ventura, 
Kem,  and  Inyo  Counties,  to  points  in 
Alabama  and  Florida;  and  (e)  fi^ 
points  in  California  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Nevada-Califor- 
nla  Btate  line  and  extending  along  In¬ 


terstate  Highway  15  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  395,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  395  to  jimction  California  Highway 
74,  thence  along  California  Highway  74 
to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  to  points  in  Georgia, 
South  Carolina,  Alabama  (except  Choc¬ 
taw,  Washington,  Mobile,  Baldwin,  and 
darke  Counties) ,  and  points  in  Florida 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  319.  The  piirpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-Elll),  filed  May 
30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Road 
SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s 
represmtative:  Michael  E.  Miller,  520 
First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  air- 
plwt  loading,  znaintenance  and  baggage 
handling  equipmoit,  which  by  reason  of 
size  or  weicdzt  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  (2)  self-propelled  air¬ 
plane  loading,  maintenance  and  baggage 
handling  equipmoit.  each  weighing  15.- 
000  poimds  or  more  (restricted  to  com¬ 
modities  transported  on  trailers),  (A) 
frwn  points  in"  Or^n  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  97  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Texas,  Arkansas,  Loulsluia,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Florida,  South  Carolina,  and 
points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  40.  (B)  from  p(^ts 
in  Washington  to  points  hi  Arizona  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Cali- 
fomia-Arlzona  State  Une  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  jimction  UB. 
Highway  70  to  the  Arizona-New  Mexico 
State  Ihie.  (C)  from  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5  to  points  in  Arizcma,  Louisiana, 
Florida,  South  Carolina,  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
82,  points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Aikansas-Texas 
State  Une  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Hi^iway  30  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20,  to  junctiim  Interstate  Highway 
10  to  the  Texas-New  Mexico  State  Uhe, 
points  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Alabama-Mlssis- 
sim>i  State  line  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  80  to  jimction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  85  to  the  Georgia-Alahama  State 
line,  and  points  in  Georgia  on  and  south 
of  U.8.  Kghway  80.  (D)  from  points  in 
Nevada  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Nerada-Callfomia  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  95,  to  junc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  60,  to  the  Nevada- 
Califomia  State  line,  to  points  in  Texas, 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Alabama,  Georgia, 
South  Carolina,  and  points  in  Oklahoma 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Oklahoma-BIansas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  283  to  junction 
Oklahoma  Highway  51  to  tiie  Oklahoma- 
Texas  State  Une.  (E)  from  points  in 
Nevada  on,  west,  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Oregon-Nevada  State  line 
and  extending  along  UB.  Highway  95  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  40  to  the  Nevada^ 
California  State  line,  to  points  in  CaU- 
fomla.  Hie  purpose  ol  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  San  Leandro, 
Oalif. 


No.  MC  113855  (Sub-E113).  filed  May 
30.  1974.  AppUcant:  INTERNATIONAL 
'TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Road 
SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  Michael  E.  MiUer,  520 
First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  power 
brooms,  gravel  spreaders,  and  road 
rollers,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
(2)  self-propelled  power  brooms,  gravel 
spreaders,  and  road  rollers,  each  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  pounds  or  more  (restricted  to 
commodities  transported  cm  trails), 

(A)  frtxn  points  in  California  in  and 
north  of  Santa  Cruz,  Santa  Clara, 
Stanislaus,  Tuolumne,  and  Alpine  Coun¬ 
ties,  to  points  In  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida.  Georgia,  Louteifma,  and  South 
Candina.  (B)  from  points  in  Mariposa, 
Merced.  Madera,  Fresno,  San  B^to, 
Monterey,  Kings,  and  Tulare  Counties, 
Cal.,  to  points  in  Alabama  on  and  north 
of  UB.  Highway  82,  points  in  Florida  east 
of  the  Ochlocknee  River,  points  in  Geor¬ 
gia  on  and  north  of  UB.  Highway  82  and 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  19.  and 
points  in  South  Carolina.  (C)  from  pidnts 
in  Mrnio  and  Inyo  'Counties,  Cal.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  and 
South  Carolina.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  PocateUo, 
Idaho. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-E114).  filed  May 
30.  1974.  AppUcant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3450  Marion  Road 
SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  AppUcant's 
representative:  Michael  E.  MlUer,  520 
First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irr^;ular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  ma¬ 
terials  handling  equipment  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  requires  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  (2)  self-propeUed 
materials  handling  equipment,  each 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more  (re¬ 
stricted  to  commodities  transported  on 
trailers),  and  (3)  agricultural  Imple¬ 
ments,  agricultural  machinery,  soU  and 
beach  cleaners,  farm  tractors,  and  trac¬ 
tor  attachments,  restricted  to  materials 
handling  equipment,  (A)  from  points  In 
California  in  and  north  of  Santa  Cruz, 
Santa  Clara,  Stanislaus.  Calaveras,  and 
Alpine  counties,  to  points  in  Arizona  (ex¬ 
cept  Yuma  County)  and  points  in  New 
Mexico.  Colorado,  Kansas,  Oklahoma, 
Texas.  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Alabama. 
Georgia,  South  Carolina,  and  Florida. 

(B)  from  points  in  Tuolumbe,  Mariposa, 
Merced,  Ban  Benito.  Fresno,  Madera, 
Tulare,  Kings,  San  Luis  Obispo,  and 
Santa  Barbara  Counties,.  (Talif ..  to  points 
in  Colorado.  Kansas,  Arkansas,  Alabama, 
Louisiana.  Georgia,  South  Carolina,  Flor¬ 
ida.  points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  north  of 
Oklahoma  Highway  51  and  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  75,  and  points  in  Texas 
on  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  35. 

(C)  from  points  in  Mono  and  Inyo  Coun¬ 
ties,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Ffansas,  Aiimnsas, 
Louisiana,  Alabama,  Georgia,  South 
CTarolina,  Florida,  points  in  OklahcHna  on 
and  north  of  Interstate  Highway  40  and 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  281,  anb 
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points  in  Texas  on  and  east  of  Int^tate 
Highway  35.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Sparks, 
Nevada. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-E115),  filed  May 
30.  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Marion  Hoad 
SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901.  Applicant’s 
representative: .  Michael  E.  MiUer,  520 
First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 
58102.  Authority  sought  to  (g>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregrilar  routes,  transporting:  Material 
handling  equipment,  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  requir^  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  and  (2)  self-propelled  ma¬ 
terial  handling  equipment,  each  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  pounds  or  more  (restricted  to 
comm^iti^  transported  on  trailers), 

(1)  (A)  from  points  in  Or^on  on  and 
west  of  n.S.  Highway  97  to  points  in 
Kansas,  Arkansas,  Oklahoma,  New 
Mexico,  points  in  Colorado  on  and  soutli 
of  Interstate  Highway  70,  points  in  Texas 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  20,  and 
points  in  Alabama  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
80.  (B)  from  points  in  Oregon  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  395  to  points  in 
Arizona,  points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  20,  points  in  Georgia 
north  of  n.S.  Highway  80.  and  points  in 
South  Carc^lna  west  of  UJS.  Highway  1. 
(C)  from  points  in  Oregon  to  points  in 
Louisiana,  Florida,  those  points  in 
Georgia  end  Alabama  on  and  south  of 
n.S.  Highway  80  and  points  in  South 
Carolina  east  of  US.  Hi^way  1.  (2)  (A) 
from  points  In  Washington  to  points  in 
Arizona.  (B>  from  points  in  Washington 
on  and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  5  and 
north  of  UB.  Highway  12,  to  points  hi 
New  Mexico  on  and  south  of  n.S.  High¬ 
way  66  and  on  and  east  of  n.S.  Highway 
85,  points  in  Colorado'  on  and  east  of 
Interstate  Highway  25  and  on  and  south 
of  Colorado  Highway  96,  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  on  and  east  of  n.S.  Highway  83  and 
on  and  south  of  UB.  Highway  40  and 
points  in  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Louisiana, 
Aiwhamfl.,  Arkansas,  Geoi^a,  South 
Carolina,  and  Florida. 

(C)  From  points  in  Washington  east 
of  Interstate  Highway  5  and  on  and  west 
ef  U.S.  Highway  97,  points  in  New  Mex¬ 
ico  on  and  south  of  UB.  Highway  60, 
Texas,  Louisiana,  Alabama,  points  in 
Arkaiuas,  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  40.  points  in  Georgia.  South 
CaitAina,  and  Florida.  (D)  from  points 
In  Washhigton  on  and  es^t  of  n.S.  High¬ 
way  97  to  points  in  Grant,  Hfidalgo, 
Luna,  Sierra,  Dona  Ana,  and  Otero  Coun¬ 
ties,  N.  Mex.;  (E)  from  points  in  Wash¬ 
ing^  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  5  and  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
12  to  points  in  Colorado  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado-Utah 
State  line  and  extending  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  6  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  36. 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  36  to  the 
Colojado-Kansas  State  line  and  points 
in  w-gTwfta,  New  Mexico,  OklahMna, 
Texas,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Alabama, 
Georgia,'  South  Carolina,  and  Florida; 
(3)  (A)  fran  points  in  Idaho,  in,  north, 
and  west  of  Owyhee,  Elmore.  Boise,  Val¬ 
ley,  and  Idaho  Counties,  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona  on  and  seuth  of  Interstate  Highway 
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10;  and  (B)  from  points  in  Canyon,  Ada, 
Boise,  Gem,  Payette,  Washington,  Adams, 
and  Valley  Counties,  Idaho,  to  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  points  in  Florida,  and  those 
points  in  MlssissiiH>i  and  Alabmna  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  90.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  Sparks,  Nev. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.,  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller,  502  First  Nat’l  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 

N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 

(1)  Agricultural  machinery,  implements, 
tractors,  attachments,  and  parts  which 
because  of  their  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  related 
machinery  and  parts  the  transportation 
of  which  is  incidental  thereto,  and  (2) 
Self-propelled  agricultural  machinery, 
implements,  tractors,  and  attachments, 
each  weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more  and 
related  machinery,  tool,  parts,  and  sup¬ 
plies  moving  in  connection  therewith  (re¬ 
stricted  to  commodities  transported  on 
trailers) ;  (a)  from  points  in  Oregtm  to 
points  in  Florida,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee;  (b)  from  points  in  Oregcm  on 
and  west  of  Interstate  Highway  5  to 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Arkansas:  (c) 
from  points  in  Washington  to  ix>ints  in 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Florida.  Ala¬ 
bama,  Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Louisiana, 
Arkansas,  and  points  in  Texas  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Oklahoma- 
Texas  State  Une  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  45,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  45  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  75  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico;  (d)  from  points  in 
Washington  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pacific  Ocean  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  IHihway  12  to  jimctimi 
Washington  Highway  8,  thence  along 
Washington  Highway  8  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  101,  tbence  along  UB.  Highway 
101  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  6, 
thence  along  Interstate  ffighway  5  to 
jimction  Washington  mghway  18,  thence 
along  Washlnghm  Highway  18  to  j\mc- 
ti(m  Interstate  Highway  90,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  90  to  the  Washlng- 
ton-Idaho  State  line,  to  points  in  Okla¬ 
homa  on  and  east  of  UB.  Highway  383, 
and  points  in  Texas  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma 
State  line  and  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  283  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
87,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  87  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  83.  thmce  along 
UB.  Highway  83  to  the  United  States- 
Mexico  International  Boundary  line,  and 
on  and  west  of  the  line  described  in  (c) 
above. 

(e)  From  points  in  Washington  south 
of  the  line  described  in  (d)  above,  to 
points  in  Oklahmna  on  and  east  of  UB. 
Highway  81;  (f)  from  points  in  Idaho 
to  points  in  South  Carolina,  Georgia. 
Florida,  and  Alabama;  (g)  from  points 
in  Idaho  in  and  north  of  Adams,  Valley, 
and  Lehmi  Counties  to  points  in  Missis¬ 


sippi,  Tennessee,  Louisiana,  and  Arkan¬ 
sas;  (h)  from  points  in  Idjaho  in,  west, 
and  south  of  Elmore,  Boise,  Gem,  and 
Washington  Counties  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  on,  north,  and  east  of  Mississippi 
Highway  27  and  points  in  Tennessee;  (i) 
from  points  in  Idaho  in,  east,  and  south 
of  Clark,  Butte,  Custer.  Blaine,  Camas. 
Gooding,  and  Twin  Falls  Counties  to 
points  in  Mississippi  on,  east,  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  78  and  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see  east  of  the  Tennessee  River;  and  (j) 
from  points  in  Idaho  on  and  north  of 
Interstate  Highway  90  to  those  points  in 
Texas  and  Oklahoma  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  83.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Montana 
or  Wyoming,  points  in  South  Dakota  east 
of  the  Missouri  River  or  east  of  South 
Dakota  Highway  73,  and  Gwinner, 

N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E129),  filed 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant:  INTCRNA- 
nONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marlon  Rd.,  SE..  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  represmtative:  Ifichael  E. 
Mnier.  502  First  Natl  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  (g)er- 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting! 
Irrigation  systems  and  parts  for  irriga¬ 
tion  systems  (exc^  iron  and  steel 
articles),  restricted  to  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  the  use  of  special  equipment,  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  loading  and/or  unloading 
which  necessitates  the  special  equip¬ 
ment  is  performed  by  the  consignor  or 
consignee  or  both;  (a)  from  points  in 
New  York  on  and  east  of  U.S.  BQghway 
15  to  points  in  Arizona;  (b)  from  points 
in  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Rhode  Island.  Connecticut,  and 
New  Jersey,  to  points  in  Kansas  on 
and  west  of  UB.  Highway  81;  (c)  from 
points  in  Vermont,  New  Hampshire. 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  smd 
Connecticut,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  on 
and  west  of  UB.  Hi^way  283  and  points 
in  Texas  on  and  west  of  UB.  Highway 
83;  (d)  frcnn  points  in  Vermont  and  New 
Hampshire  to  points  in  New  Mexico  and 
Texas;  (e)  from  points  in  Maine  to  points 
in  Kansas,  Oklahoma.  New  Mexico, 
Arizona,  and  points  in  Texas  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  83;  (f)  from  points  in 
Massachusetts.  Rhode  Island,  and  Con¬ 
necticut,  to  points  in  New  Mexico  and 
Arizona;  and  (g)  from  points  in  New 
Jersey  to  those  points  in  Oklahoma  and 
Texas  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  83,  and 
points  in  Arizona  and  New  Mexico.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  points  in  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Mary- 
land-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  unnmnbered  highway  (f  or- 
merhr  portion  U.S.  Highway  15)  to  junc¬ 
tion  Business  U.S.  Highway  15,  near 
Fairplay,  to  junction  U.S.  Highwt^  15, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  junction 
unnumbered  highway  (formerly  portion 
U.S.  Highway  15),  through  Clear 
Spring,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  15, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  15  to  the 
P«msylvanla-New  York  State  Une  (ex¬ 
cept  points  In  Berks,  Bucks,  Chester, 
IMaware,  Montgomery,  and  Philadelphia 
Coimties,  Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania 
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on  and  east  of  the  above  described  line  in 
Adams,  York,  Cumberland.  Perry, 
Dauphin.  Lebanon,  and  Lancaster  Coxm- 
ties.  Pa.,  and  points  in  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  15  and  north 
of  the  East  Branch  of  the  Susquehanna 
River  in  Tioga,  Bradford,  Incoming, 
Sullivan,  Union,  Snyder,  Northumber¬ 
land,  Montour,  and  Columbia  Coimties, 
Pa.) .  South  Dakota,  and  Douglas  County, 
Nebr.  (except  Omaha  and  points  in  the 
commercial  zone  thereof. 

No.  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  E155),  ffled 
May  30,  1974.  Applicant;  INTERNA- 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450 
Marion  Rd.,  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  E. 
Miller  502  First  NatTBank  Bldg.,  Fargo, 
N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 

(I)  Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  their  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 

(II)  Self-propeUed  articles,  each  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  poimds  or  more  and  related 
machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies 
moving  in  coxmectiicm  therewith,  re¬ 
stricted  to  eoBunodities  transported  on 
trailers  (.except  boats,  aircraft,,  aircraft 
parts,  aircraft  engines,  missiles,  missile 
parts,  missile  propelling  parts,  missile 
engines,  sfdf-prop^ed  sti^t  sweepers, 
tension  wire  stringing  equipment,  truck 
soncrete  mixers,  trenching  machines,  lift 
trucks,  front  end  shov^  loaders,  trucks, 
automobiles,  buses,  trailers,  and  machin- 
&cy  and  equipment  used  in  the  main- 
tasance,  servicing,  repair,  and  opaatlon 
of  airplanes):  (A)(1)  from  points  in 
Waddngton  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
97  to  points  in  Mississippi,  (2)  from 
points  in  Washington  cast  of  U.S. 
Highway  97  to  points  in  Mississippi  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  80,  and  (3) 
from  points  in  Washington  on  and  west 
of  Interstate  Highway  5  to  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  south  of  UB.  Highway 
64r' (B)(1)  from  points  in  Oregon  to 
points  in  Mississippi,  and  (2)  from  points 
in  Oregon  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
97  to  points  in  Tennessee;  (C)  (1)  from 
points  in  Idaho  on  and  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  80N  to  points  in  Mlssis- 
sli^  on  and  south  of  Interstate  Highway 
20,  and  (2)  from  points  in  Boundary 
County,  Idaho,  to  points  in  Mississippi 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Hlghv^ay  84;  and 
.(D)(1)  between  points  in  Nevada  on. 
west,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nevada-Oregon  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Nevada  .ffighway  51  to 
Junction  n.S.  Highly  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Hlidiway  50  to  the  Utah-Nevada 
State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Tennessee,  and  (2) 
betweoi  points  in  Nevada  east  and  north 
of  the  Une  described  in  (1)  above,  on 
the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  Tennessee  on  and  south  of  n.S.  High- 
vray  164.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  California. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub  ElOO),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  22, 1975.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK- 
INQ  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  repreeenta- 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  019i  El^dit- 
eenth  St  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  composition  board, 
urethane  and  urethane  products,  and' 
such  insulation  materials  and  roofing 
and  roofing  materials  and  supplies  as  are 
useful  in  the  manufacture  arid  distribu¬ 
tion  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  North  (Mo¬ 
lina.  on  and  east  of  a  line  commencing  at 
the  North  C^arolina-Virginia  State  line, 
and  extending  along  North  Carolina 
Highway  49  to  junction  UB.  Highway 
421,  thence  al(mg  U.S.  Highvray  421  to 
jimction  UB.  Highway  501,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  501  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  on  and  west  of  a  line  com¬ 
mencing  at  the  Arkansas-Louisiana 
State  line,  and  extending  along  Arkansas 
Highway  7  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
40  to  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma  State  line. 
The  piupose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Cblo- 
tex  Cqrp.,  in  Wayne  County.  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub  ElOl) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  22. 1975.  Applicant:  SENN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY.  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr..  919  Eight¬ 
eenth  St.  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  privets,  composition  board, 
urethane  and  urethane  products,  and 
such  insulation  materials  and  roofing 
and  roofing  materials  and  supplies  as  are 
useful  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina.  on  and  east  of  a  line  ccmfinencing  at 
the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  extending  along 
UB.  Highway  64  to  Jimction  UB.  High- 
way  301,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  301 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  701,  thence 
along  UB.  Highvmy  701  to  Junction  UB. 
Highway  421,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
421  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to  points  in 
Kentucky.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities 
<»f  the  Celotmi  Corp.,  In  Wasme  County, 
N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E102).  filed 
August  22.  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  urethane  and  urethane  products, 
and  such  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials  and  supplies 
as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials 
(except  in  bulk) ,  fn»n  points  in  North 
CuoUna  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  North  Carolina-Virglnia  State 
line,  smd  extauUng  UB.  High-way  258  to 
Jimctioa  n.S.  Kgbway  64,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  64  to  Junction  UB.  BOgh- 
way  401,  thence  along  UB.  fflghway  401 
to  Junction  UB.  EOghway  301,  thence 


along  U.S.  Highway  301  to  the  North 
Carolina-South  Carolina  State  line,  to 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  27.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gatevray  of  the  facilities 
of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County, 
N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E103)  filed 
August  22.  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY.  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative;  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products.  c<mposition 
board,  urethane  and  urethane' products, 
and  such  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials  and  supplies 
as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  roofing  and  roofing  mate¬ 
rials  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  North  Ciurolina-Vlrglnia 
State  line  and  extending  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  85  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
Junction  UB.  Highway  401,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  401  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  301,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  301 
to  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line,  to  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
west  of  UB.  Highway  31E.  The  pinrpoee 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in 
Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E104).  filed 
August  22.  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COifPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry.  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW..  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  urethane  and  urethane  products, 
and  such  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials  and  supplies 
as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials 
(except  in  bulk),  from  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  North  Carolina-Vlrginia  State 
line,  and  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  85  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
501,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  501  to 
the  North  CareUna-South  Carolina 
State  line,  to  points  in  Illinois.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex 
Corp.,  in  Wa3me  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E105).  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SEINN 

TRUCKING  CXDMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washin^n, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as'  a  cotnmon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transport^:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  compositiem 
board,  urethane  and  urethane  products, 
and  such  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  inaterials  and  supplies 
as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  roofing  and  roofing  ma- 
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terials  (exc^  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  and  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  85  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  401,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  401  to  junction  UH. 
Highway  301,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  301  to  the  North  Carolina-South 
Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in  Indiana. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celo- 
tex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E106),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s* 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW..  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  hy  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Gwsum  and  gypsum  products,  compo- 
Sion  board,  urethane  and  urethane 
products,  and  such  insulation  materials 
and  roofing  and  roofing  materials  and 
supplies  as  are  useftil  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  roofing  and  root¬ 
ing  materials  (except  in  bulk),  from 
points  in  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- 
Virginia  State  line  and  extending  along 
UH.  Highway  501  to  junction  UH.  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  70  to 
jimction  UJS.  Highway  401,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  401  to  junction  U.S.  EUgh- 
way  301,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway  301 
to  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line,  to  points  in  Indlaiia,  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indlana- 
Ohio  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  jimction  UH.  Highway  24, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31.  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  US.  Highway  36  to  the  In- 
diana-nilnols  State  line.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate'  the  gateway  of 
the  facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in 
Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  HC  114552  (Sub-No.  E107),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  AppUcant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson.  Jr., 
019  Eighteenth  St  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Ovpsum  and  gypsum  products,  compo¬ 
sition  board,  urethane  and  urethane 
products,  and  such  insulation  materials 
and  roofing  and  roofing  materials  and 
supplies  as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  roofing  and  roofing 
materials  (except  ii^  bulk),  from  points 
in  North  Carolina  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and 
extending  alcmg  UH.  Highway  64  to 
Junction  UH.  Highway  401,  thence  along 
n.S.  Highway  401  to  junction  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  301,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  301 
to  the  North  Carolina-Georgia  State  line, 
to  points  In  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne 
County,  NX;. 


No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E108),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  <X)MPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  28108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jacl^n,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  urethane  and  urethane  products, 
and  such  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials  and  supplies 
as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  roofing  and  roofing  ma¬ 
terials  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Pamlico  River,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  264  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  301.  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  301  to  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line,  to  points  in 
West  Virginia  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  West  Virglnia-Vlrginla 
State  line  and  extending  along  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  39  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  19,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19 
to  junction  UJ3.  Highway  250,  thence 
along  UH,  Highway  250  to  the  West 
Virglnia-Ohlo  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in 
Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E109) ,  filed 
August  22.  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY.  P.O,  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative;  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  urethane  and  urethane  products, 
and  such  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials  and  supplies 
as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  roofing  and  rbofing  materials 
(except  in  bulk),  from  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  117,  thence  along  UJ3. 
Highway  117  to  the  Comcake  Inlet,  and 
Wasme  County.  N.C.,  to  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of 
the  Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County.  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  Elll),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKINO  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  JacA^son,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  moUn*  v^icte, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  urethane  and  urethane  products, 
and  svch  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materiats  and  supplies 
as  are  usefiu  <n  the  manufacture  'and 
distribution  of  roofing  and  roofing  ma¬ 
terials  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  In 
North  Cari^na  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UH.  Highway  64  to  Junc¬ 
tion  UH.  Highway  25,  thence  along  UH. 


Highway  25  to  the  North  Carolina-Ten- 
nessee  State  line,  to  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elim¬ 
inate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the 
Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E112),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant;  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  WDliam  P.  Jackson,  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Gypsum  and  gypsum  products,  composi¬ 
tion  board,  urethane  and  urethane  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  such  insulation  materials  and 
roofing  and  roofing  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  roofing  and  roofing 
materials  (except  in  bi^),  from  points 
in  North  Carolina  on  and  cast  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and 
extending  along  North  (Carolina  High¬ 
way  50  to  junction  North  Carolina  Ifigh- 
way  27,  thence  along  North  Carolina 
Highway  27  to  junction  UjS.  Highway 
401,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  401  to 
junction  UJS.  Highway  42,  thence  along 
UJS.  Highway  42  to  junction  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  87,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  87  to  the  North 
Carolina-Virglnia  State  line,  to  points 
in  Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities 
of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County, 
N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E113).  filed 
August  22.  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  COMPANY.  P.O.  Drawer 
220.  Newberry.  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  P.  Jackson.  Jr., 

.  919  Eighteenth  St.  NW^  Washin^n, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Gypsum  and  gypsum  products,  composi¬ 
tion  board,  urethane  and  urethane  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  such  insulation  materials  and 
roofing  and  roofing  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  roofing  and  roofing 
materials  (except  in  bifik),  from  points 
in  North  Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UJS.  Highway  421  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  401,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highway  401  to  the  North  Carolina- 
Vlrginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Florida 
on  and  south  of  Florida  Highway  SO,  or 
on  and  west  of  UJB.  Highway  231.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex 
Corp..  in  Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  El  15),  filed 
August  22.  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUC:nKINO  COMPANY,  P.O.  Drawer 
220,  Newberry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s 
representative;  William  P.  Jackson.  Jr., 
919  Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transportbig:  Gyp¬ 
sum  and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  urethane  and  urethane  products, 
and  suck  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials  and  supplies 
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as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture  and  du- 
trfbution  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials 
(except  In  bulk),  from  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  extending 
along  n.S.  Highway  421  to  junction 
North  Carolina  Highway  210,  thence 
along  North  Carolina  Highway  210  to 
junction  UJS.  Highway  401,  thence  along 
n.S.  Highway  401  to  jimction  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  421,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  421 
to  junction  UH.  Highway  501,  thence 
along  UjS.  Highway  501  to  the  North 
Carolina-Virglnla  State  line,  to  points  In 
Alabama  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Alabama-Tennessee  State  line, 
and  extending  along  Interstate  High¬ 
way  65  to  jimction  UJS.  Highway  280, 
thence  along  UH.  Highway  280  to  the 
Alabama-Oeorgia  State  line.  The  ptu:- 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corp., 
in  Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E116),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCTKING  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919  Eigh¬ 
teenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 
regidar  routes,  transporting:  Qypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  compc^tion 
hoard,  urethane  and  urethane  products, 
and  such  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  roofing  materials  and  supplies 
as  are  useful  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  roofing  and  roofing  mate¬ 
rials  (except  in  bulk),  frc»n  points  in 
North  Carolina,  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  PQghway  421  to 
junction  North  Carolina  Highway  210, 
thence  along  North  Carolina  Highway 
210  te  junction  U.S.  Highway  401,  thence 
idong  UJB.  Highway  401  to  junction  UJS. 
Highway  1,  thenee  akmg  U.8.  Highway  1 
to  the  North  Can^ina-Vlrginla  State  line 
to  points  In  Alabama.  The  pwrposc  of  this 
filing  is  to  eUminate  the  gateway  of  the 
facilities  of  the  Celotex  Coip.,  In  Wayne 
County,  VtXi. 

Ha  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E117),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCBHNO  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Wilham  P.  Jackson,. Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes;  transportbig:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  composition  board, 
urethane  and  urethane  products,  and 
such  insulation  materials  and  roofing 
and  roofing  materials  and  supplies  as  are 
useful  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  on  and  east  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  extending  along 
North  Carolina  Highway  58  to  junction 
North  Carlina  Highway  55,  thence  along 
North  (Jarc^lna  Highway  55  to  junction 
UH.  Highway  501,  thence  along  UJS. 
Highww  501  to  the  North  Carollna-Vir- 
ginia  State  line,  to  points  in  South 
Carolina,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 


State  line,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  701  to  junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  261,  thence  along  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  261  to  junction  South 
Carolina  Highway  513,  thence  along 
South  (Carolina  Highway  513  to  junction 
South  Carolina  Highway  41,  thence 
along  South  Carolina  Highway  41  to 
junction  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  17, 
thence  along  U.S.  Alternate  Highway  17 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  95,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  95  to  the  South 
Carolina-Georgia  State  line.  Ihe  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex 
Corp.,  in  Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  El  18),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 
TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  IDiawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  composition  board, 
urethane  and  urethane  products,  and 
such  insulation  materials  and  roofing 
and  roofing  materials  and  supplies  as  are 
useful  in  the  manufactiure  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  AtJantic  Ocean  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  70  to  junction  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  39,  thence  along  Nor^ 
Carolina  Highway  39  to  the  North  Caro- 
lina-Virginia  State  line  to  points  in  South 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  North  Carolina-South  Carolina 
State  line,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  321  to  junction  South  Carolina 
Highway  121,  thence  along  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  121  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  25,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to 
the  South  Carolina-Georgia  State  Une. 
The  purpose  of  this  flUng  is  to  eUminate 
the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celo¬ 
tex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114582  (8ttb-No.  E119),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  AnpUeant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108,  Applicant’s  represoit- 
ative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919  Sixt¬ 
eenth  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  veUcle,  over  irregular 
routes,  trsmsporting:  Gypsum  and  gyp¬ 
sum  products,  composition  board,  ure¬ 
thane  and  urethane  products,  and  such 
insulation  materUUs  and  roofing  anri 
roofing  materials  and  supplies  as  are  use¬ 
ful  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (except 
in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Nmrth  Carolina, 
cm  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean,  and  extending  along  North 
Cantina  Highway  55  to  junctitm  U.S. 
Highway  70,  thence  along  U.8.  Highway 
70  to  jimction  UJS.  Highway  117,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  117  to  jimction  UJS. 
Highway  301,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway 
301  to  the  North  Carolina- Virginia  State 
line  to  points  in  South  Carolina.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celotex 
Corp.,  in  Wayne  County,  N.C. 


J«o.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E120),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Awlicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  8.  C.  29108.  AjwUcant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919  Eight¬ 
eenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Gypsum  and  Gyp¬ 
sum  products,  composition  board,  ure¬ 
thane  and  urethane  products,  and  such 
insulation  materials  and  roofing  and 
roofing  materials  and  supplies  as  are  use¬ 
ful  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (except 
in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  North  Carolina, 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  At¬ 
lantic  Ocean,  and  extending  alcmg  North 
Carolina  HiXway  50  to  junction  North 
Cantina  Highway  24,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  24  to  jimction  North 
Carolina  HiXway  242,  thence  alcmg 
North  Carolina  Highway  242  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  301,  thence  alcmg  UH. 
Highway  301  to  junetkm  NcHrth  Carolina 
Highway  39,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  HlXway  39  to  the  North  Carcdlna- 
Virginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Georgia. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celo¬ 
tex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E121),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  ApXcant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Wiliam  P.  Jacksoa,  Jr.,  919 
Sixteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  composition 
board,  urethane  and  urethane  products. 
and  such  insulation  materials  and  roof¬ 
ing  and  rooting  materials  and  supplies  as 
are  usXil  in  the  manufacture  and  dis- 
tribtttion  of  roofing  and  roofing 
materials  (eiaapi  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  North  CmrOUna,  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  tho  Atlantic  Oeean,  and 
extending  alos^  North  Carolina  HiXway 
50  to  junction  North  Carolina  Highway 
24,  thence  along  North  CaroUzm  High¬ 
way  24  to  junction  UH.  HiXway  421, 
thenee  along  UJS.  HlXway  421  to  junc¬ 
tion  HiXway  501,  thence  along  U.S. 
HlXway  501  to  the  North  Carolina- Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line,  to  points  in  Georgia,  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Georgia-Florida  State  line,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
jimction  Georgia  Highway  18,  thoice 
along  Georgia  Highway  18  to  junction 
Georgia  HiXway  100,  thence  along 
Georgia  HiXway  100  to  the  Georgia- 
Alabama  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne 
County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E122),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  ApXcant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919 
Eighteenth  St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  iterate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  composition 
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hoard,  urethane  and  urethane  prodvets, 
and  stich  insulation  materials  and  roo/- 
ing  and  roofing  materials  and  supplies  as 
are  useful  In  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  roofing  smd  roofing 
materials  (except  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  North  Carolina,  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and 
extending  along  U.8.  Highway  421  to 
Jimction  U.S.  Highway  701,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  701  to  Jimction  North 
Carolina  Highway  39,  thence  along  North 
Carolina  Highway  39  to  the  North 
Carollna-Virginia  State  line  to  points  in 
Georgia,  on  and  west  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gatewasrs  of  the  facilities  of 
the  Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County, 
N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E123)  ,  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson,  Jr.,  919  Eight¬ 
eenth  St..  NW..  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  composition  board, 
urethane  and  urethane  products,  and 
such  insulation  materials,  and  roofing 
and  roofing  materials  and  supplies  as  are 
useful  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  on  and  east  of-  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  421  to  Junction 
North  Carolina  Highway  210,  thence 
al(Mig  North  (Carolina  Highway  210  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  401,  thence  along 
UH.  Highway  401  to  Junction  UH.  High¬ 
way  1,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  1  to 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  85,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  85  to  the  North 
CaroUna-Virginla  State  line,  to  points 
in  ‘Tennessee  on  and  west  of  Tennessee 
State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  the  facilities 
of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  County, 
N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E126),  filed 
August  25.  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 
TRUCKING  CO..  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry.  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson.  Jr.,  919  Eight¬ 
eenth  St.  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  soufiht  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  ve^cle.  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Gypsum  and  gyp¬ 
sum  products,  composition  board,  ure¬ 
thane  and  urethane  products,  and  such 
insulation  materials  and  roofing  and 
roofing  materials  and  supplies  as  are  use¬ 
ful  In  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  roofing  and  roofing  materials  (except 
In  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Nortli  Carolina, 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beglnolng  at  the 
Atlantic  Oceui,  and  extending  along  UH. 
Hlsdiway  84  to  Junction  North  Carolina 
Hi^diway  49,  thence  along  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  49  to  Junction  Interstate 
Highway  85.  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  85  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77.  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
77  to  the  North  Carolina-South  Canrfina 
State  to  points  in  Pennsylvania,  on 


and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Penn- 
sylvanla-Maryland  State  line  and  ex- 
tmding  along  US.  Highway  15  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  322,  thence  along  U.8. 
Highway  322  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to 
Junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  948, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  948 
to  Junction  US.  Highway  62,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
New  York  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  the 
facilities  of  the  Celotex  Corp.,  in  Wayne 
County,  N.C. 

No.  MC  114552  (Sub-No.  E127),  filed 
August  25,  1975.  Applicant:  SENN 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Drawer  220,  New¬ 
berry,  S.C.  29108.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  P.  Jackson.  Jr..  919  Eight¬ 
eenth  St..  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Gypsum 
and  gypsum  products,  composition  board, 
urethane  and  urethane  products,  and 
such  insulation  materials,  and  roofing 
and  roofing  material  and  supplies  as  are 
useful  in  the  manufacture  and  distribu¬ 
tion  of  roofing  and  roofing  materials 
(except  in  bulk),  from  points  in  North 
Carolina,  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  401,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
401  to  the  North  Carolina-South  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  to  points  in  Pennsylvania. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  the  facilities  of  the  Celo¬ 
tex  Corp.,  in  Wayne  Ctounty,  N.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

(seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  DOC.75-2S324  FUed  ia-20-75;8:45  am] 


(Notice  117] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

October  14,  1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the' 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Rbgistbr  publication  on  or 
before  November  5, 1975.  One  copy  of  the 
protest  must  be  served  on  the  applicant, 
or  its  authorised  representative,  if  any, 
and  the  protestant  must  certify  that 
such  service  has  been  made.  ’The  pro¬ 
test  must  identify  the  operating  author¬ 
ity  upon  which  it  Is  predicated,  specify¬ 
ing  the  “MC”  docket  and  “Sub"  xmmber 
and  quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it  can 
and  will  provide  and  the  amount  aisd 
type  of  equipment  it  will  make  available 
for  use  in  connection  wltii  the  service 
oontemiklated  by  the  TA  iq>plication.  The 
weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be  gov¬ 


erned  by  the  completeness  and  perti¬ 
nence  of  the  Protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  the 
I.C.C.  Field  Office  to  which  protests  m*e 
to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 
No.  MC  52657  (Sub-No.  731TA) ,  filed 
October  3, 1975.  Applicant:  ARCO  AUTO 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  2140  W.  79th  St..  CSil- 
cago,  m.  60620.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Jsunes  Bouril  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trailers 
(other  than  those  designed  to  be  drawn 
by  passenger  automobiles) ,  in  initial 
movements  in  truckaway  service,  and 
materials,  supplies  and  parts  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) .  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  assembly  or  servicing  of  com¬ 
modities  described  above,  when  moving 
in  mixed  loads  and  on  the  same  ^p- 
ments  with  such  commodities,  from  Mor¬ 
gantown,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York.  New 
Jersey,  Delaware.  Maryland,  Vir^nia, 
and  Washington,  D.C..  for  .180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underl3ring  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Morgan 
Trailer  Mfg.,  Co.,  Harold  K.  Dark.  Traf¬ 
fic  Manager.  Joanna  Road,  P.O.  Box  258, 
Morgantown  Pa.  19543.  Send  protests  to: 
Patricia  A.  Roscoe,  Transportation  As¬ 
sistant,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Everett  McKin¬ 
ley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St., 
Room  1086,  Chicago.  HI.  60604. 

No.  MC  63417  (Sub-No.  80TA).  filed 
October  6,  1975.  Applicant:  BLUE 

RIDGE  TRANSFER  (XIMPANY,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED.  P.O.  Box  13447,  Roa¬ 
noke,  Va.  24034.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  E.  Bain  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sou^t  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  TUe 
facing  or  flooring,  clay  or  earfhensoare, 
glazed  or  not  glaxed,  with  or  without 
backing;  quarriers  flooring,  paving  or 
promenade:  china  bathroom  fixtures; 
cement,  grout,  and  sundry  items  neces¬ 
sary  for  tile  installation  and  mainte¬ 
nance.  from  Jackson,  Tenn..  to  points 
in  Mississippi  and  Louisiana,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  American 
Glean  TUe  Co..  1000  Cannon  Ave., 
Lansdale,  Pa.  19446.  Send  protests  to: 
Danny  R.  Beeler.  District  Supervisor. 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  215  Campbell  Av&, 
SW.,  Roam^e,  Va.  24011. 

No.  MC  83217  (Sub-No.  66TA).  filed, 
October  6,  1975.  Applicant:  DAKOTA 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  550  E.  5th  St..  South, 
S.  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55075.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Bill  White  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^icle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
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Frozen  potatoes  products,  from  Clark, 

8.  TVA ,  to  points  in  Delaware,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Maryland,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mij^esoto,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
Jersey,  New  YcMic,  Ohio,  PennsylTania, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Washington, 
D.C.,  aJTri  Wisconsin,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  also  has  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Midwest 
Food  Corporation,  Clark,  S.  Dak.  57225. 
Send  protests  to:  A.  N.  Spath,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  414  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  ti  UB.  Comihouse,  110  S.  4th 
St..  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  104523  (Sub-No.  59TA) ,  filed 
Ocfa^r  6.  1975.  APl^icant:  HUSTON 
TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  285  Miu)le  Street, 
P.O.  Box  17,  Friend,  Nebr.  66359.  AwU- 
cant’s  representative:  David  R.  Parirer, 
2310  Colorado  State  Bank  Building.  1600 
Broadway,  Denver,  Colo.  80202.  Authority 
amight  to  opo^te  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Barite,  from  Missoula, 
Mont.,  to  Canadian,  Tex.,  and  points  in 
Kansas,  Oklahmna  and  Wyoming.  Re¬ 
striction:  Restricted  to  traffic  wiginating 
at  the  plantsite  or  facilities  of  Montana 
Barite  Company,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  \mderlylng  ETA  seek¬ 
ing  up  to  90  days  of  (g>erating  authority. 
Supporting  shtpper(s) :  Duane  L.  Reber, 
General  Manager,  Montana  Barite  Com¬ 
pany,  P.Q.  Box  3296,  MiSTOula,  Mont. 
59801.  Send  protests  to:  Max  H.  John¬ 
ston,  District  Supervisor.  285  Federal 
Bxiilding  ti  Court  House,  100  Centennial 
Mall  North,  Lincoln.  Nd)r.  68508. 

No.  MC  107743  (Sub-No.  36TA).  filed 
October  6.  1975.  Applicant:  SYSTEM 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  11707  E.  Montgom¬ 
ery  Drive.  P.O.  Box  3456TA,  Spokane, 
Wash.  99220.  Applicant’s  representative: 
S.  J.  CXilly,  Jr.  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authmdty  sought  to  open^  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  ov^ 
irr^nilar  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
mood  products  and  miUwor^  from  Al¬ 
bany  and  White  Cfity,  Oreg.,  and  1^- 
kane.  Wash.,  to  Missoula.  Mont.,  for  180 
days.  A]H>licant  has  also  filed  an  tmder- 
lylng  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  <g)er- 
ating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Sirco  Manufacturing,  Inc.,.  1919  North 
Ave.,  West,  Missoula,  Mont.  59801.  Send 
mrot^ts  to:  L.  D.  BOone,  Transportation 
Specialist,  Bureau  of  Operations.  Inter¬ 
state  Cmnmerce  CTommission,  858  Federal 
Bldg.,  915  Second  Ave.,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98174. 

No.  MC  110191  (Sub-No.  27TA),  filed 
October  3.  1975.  Applicant:  TURNER’S 
EXPRESS,  IN(X>RPORATED,  1300 
'Shelton  Ave.,  Norfolk,  Va.  23502.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  D.  L.  Turner,  P.O. 
Box  1006,  Norfolk,  Va.  23501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cork  and  materials  requir¬ 
ing  further  processing  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  from  Norfolk.  Va.,  and  points 
within  50  miles  of  Norfolk  to  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  New  Ymrk,  Pennsylvania, 
and  Robinson,  Bl.,  CBdo  aiKi  Michigan, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shippers: 


Southland  Chrk  Company,  2601 E.  Indian 
River  Road.  Chesapeake,  Va.  23501.  Siel- 
ler-Gk)be  Corporation.  Mitchell  &  Smith 
Division.  8900  Hampfam  Blvd.,  Norfolk, 
Va.  23505.  Send  protests  to:  Paul  D.  Col¬ 
lins,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations.  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
skm.  Room  10-509  Fedmal  Bldg.,  400 
North  8th  St..  Richmcmd,  Va.  23240. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub-No.  334TA),  filed 
October  2.  1975.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  21395, 
Louisville,  Ky.  40221.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  R.  Dunford  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  opeate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vducle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Salt,  from  the  plantsite  of  Cargill, 
Inc.,  (Exxon  Asiffialt  Terminal),  near 
Louisville.  Ky.,  to  points  in  Tennessee, 
for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed  an 
underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90  dasrs  of 
operating  authority.  Supporting  shipper: 
Jdbn  Labriola,  General  Transportation 
Manager.  Cargill,  Inc.,  Salt  Itet..  Cargill 
Bldg.,  Minneap(^,  Minn.  55402.  Send 
protests  to:  Elbert  Brown,  Jr.,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Cmnmerce  Commission,  426  P.O. 
Bldg.,  Louisville,  Ky.  40202. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  398TA) .  filed' 
October  2,  1975.  Applicant:  TRUCK 
’TRANSPORT  INCJORPORATED,  29 
(Bajrton  Hills  Lane,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63131. 
Anilicant’s  representative:  J.  R.  Ferris, 
230  St  C2air  Ave.,  East  St.  Louis,  Bl. 
62201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Foundry  sand  and  foundry  molding  sand 
treating  compounds,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  frmn  Granite  City,  HI.,  to  Alberts- 
ville  and  Birmingham,  Ala.;  Chatta¬ 
nooga  and  Pulaski,  Term.,  and  Blythe- 
ville.  Ark.;  (2)  Foundry  moulding  sand 
treating  compounds  and  bentonite  clay, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  v^cles,  frcun  Sandy’s 
Ridge,  Ala.,  and  Aberdeen,  Miss.,  to 
Granite  City,  HI.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  American  Colloid  Co..  P.O. 
Box  228,  Sktride,  BL  60078.  Send  protests 
to:  J.  P.  Werthmann,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  (Tommlssion,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Opetatlons,  Room  1465,  210  12th 
St.,  St.  Louis.  Mo.  6S101. 

No.  MC  115921  (Sub-No.  TTA),  filed 
October  6,  1975.  Apidicant:  CTHEMICAL 
SALT  SERVICE,  INC.,  54  Waltham  Ave., 
Springfield,  Mass.  011(i9.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  C.  F.  Forgue,  110  N.  Wacker 
Drive,  Chicago,  Bl.  60606.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregifiar  routes, 
transporting:  Rock  salt,  in  bulk,,ln  dump 
trucks,  fitun  South  l^aftsbury,  Vt.,  and 
(hittingsville,  Vt.,  to  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Resselaer  Counties,  N.Y.,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract  with  Morton 
Salt  Company,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlsring  ETA  se^cing 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority. 
Simporting  shipper:  Mm^n  l^t  Com¬ 
pany.  110  North  Wadcer  EWve,  Ci^cagp. 
Bl.  60606.  Send  protest  to:  J.  D.  Perry, 
Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  338  Federal  Bldg,  k  UH.  Court¬ 
house,  Springfield,  Mass.  01130. 


No.  MC  118142  (Sub-No.  103TA),  filed 
October  6.  1975.  Apidicant:  M.  BRU- 
ENGER  &  OO.,  INC.,  6250  North 
Broadway.  Wichita,  Kans.  67210.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Lester  C.  Arvin, 
814  CesdAuy  Plaza  Bldg..  Wichita,  Kans. 
67202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
ineguhur  routes,  tran^xuting:  Froeen 
foods,  (1)  From  Boardman,  Oreg.,  and 
OtheUo;  Wash.,  to  Alexandria  and 
Shreveport,  La.,  and  Housttm,  Tex.;  (2) 
from  Castndiille.  Calif.,  to  Tulsa,  Okla., 
and  Shrevepmrt,  La.,  tar  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  <«)erating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shippers:  VIP  Sales 
(X>mpany.  Inc.,  4678  South  83rd  East 
Ave.,  Tulsa,  Okla.  74145.  Gourmet  Food 
Products,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  37,  Boardman. 
Oreg.  97818.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  501  Petrcdeum 
Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  118178  (8ub-N0.  24TA) .  filed 
Octobo:  7,  1975.  Applicant:  BILL 

MEEKER,  P.O.  Box  11184.  Wichfia, 
Kans.  67202.  Andicant’s  representative: 
Bill  Meeker  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  convmum 
carrier,  by  motor  vel^le,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commeal  products 
edible,  from  Wichita,  Kans.,  to  Tampa 
and  Miami,  Ila.,  for  180  days.  Applicant 
has  also  fil^  an  underlying  ETA  eedcing 
up  to  90  days  of  operating  authority- 
supporting  shipper:  Casa  Fiesta  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  1801  South  Mead.  Wichita, 
Kans.  67211.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Ckxmnission.  501  Petrolenm 
Bldg.,  Wichita.  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  127283  (Sub-No.  8TA).  filed 
(Xstober  2,  1975.  Applicant:  SILICA 
SAND  TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Box  219. 
Routes  47  and  71.  YorkviUe.  Bl.  60560. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Albert  A.  An- 
drin,  180  North  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago.  Bl. 
60601.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routed  transporting:  Fitter 
sand,  from  Muscatine.  Iowa,  to  Chicago. 
BL,  and  New  Lenox,  Bl.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Harold  G.  Boe, 
d.bJL  Bos  Sand  Co.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Harold  G.  Bos.  dhA. 
Bos  Sand  (^.,  9500  S.  Avers,  Evergreen 
Park,  BL  606ti.  Send  protests  to:  Pa¬ 
tricia  A.  Roscoe,  Transportatkm  Assist¬ 
ant,  Bureau  of  Operati<ms,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Everett  McKin¬ 
ley  Dirksen  Bldg.,  219  S.  Dearborn  St. 
Rornn  1086,  Chicago.  Bl.  60604. 

No.  MC  133350  (Sub-No.  3TA).  filed 
October  7. 1975.  Applicant:  AQUA  GULF 
CORPORA’nON,  84  Blomnfleld  Ave., 
Staten  Island.  N.Y.  10310.  Applicant's 
representative:  John  L.  Alfaim,  550  Ma- 
mameck  Avenue,  Harrison,  N.Y.  10528. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,,  by  motor  vc^cle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  in  ctmtainers  or  in  trailers  (except 
motor  vehicles  and  commodities  in  bulk) , 
between  the  facilities  of  the  Puerto  Rico 
Maritime  EBiipplng  Authority,  at  Port 
Elizabeth,  JXJ.,  on  the  aae  hand.  and„on 
the  other.  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  in 
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Bergen.  Essex.  Huds<»i,  Middlesex,  Mor¬ 
ris.  Passaic,  Somerset,  and  Union  Coun- 
tlas,  N.Y.  Restriction:  Said  operations 
are  restricted  to  transportatiwi  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  wa¬ 
ter,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also  filed 
an  xuiderlylng  ETA  seeking  up  to  80  days 
of  operating  authority.  StipporUng  shlp- 
per(s) :  There  are  15  supporting  state¬ 
ments  to  the  Instant  application,  which 
are  attached  hereto.  Send  protests  to: 
Paul  W.  Assenza,  District  Supervisor.  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations.  26  Federal  Plaza,  New 
York.  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  139302  (Sub-No.  3  TA).  filed 
October  6.  1975.  Applicant:  KREUQER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1580  William  St., 
Buffalo,  N.Y.  14206.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  S.  Michael  Richards.  44  North 
Ave.,  Webster.  N.Y.  14580.  Authority 
sought  to  (H^erate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^iicle.  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Precast  concrete  floor Irooi 
slobs  and  aZOed  products,  from  Ports  of 
Entry  on  the  mtemational  Boundary 
■  line,  betwemi  the  United  States  and 
Canada  at  Niagara  Falls  and  Buffalo, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  New  York  State  on  and 
west  of  Interstate  Route  81.  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  General  Concrete  of 
Canmla.  Ltd..  500  Centennial  Parkway. 
Hamilton,  Ontario  L8H  7Ii2.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  George  M.  Parker.  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  C(nnmerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Bureau  of  Operations.  910  Fed¬ 
eral  Bldg.,  Ill  West  Huron  St,  Buffalo, 
N.Y.  14202. 

No.  MC  139340  (Sub-No.  2  TA).  filed 
October  3.  1975.  Applicant:  CONRAD 
TSLVINOTON  DISTRIBUTORS.  INC., 
800  Big  Trot  Road,  P.O.  Box  1086.  Day¬ 
tona  Beach.  Fla.  32015.  Applicant's  rep¬ 
resentative:  861  H.  Proctor,  1107  Black- 
stone  Bldg.,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202.  Au- 
ttiorlty  soii^t  to  operate  as  a  contract 
oorrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  ova:  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Clay  pipe;  (2) 
Joint  materials:  (1>  from  Ocala,  Fla.,  to 
Gulfport,  Miss.,  cmd  (2)  from  Gulfport, 
Miss.,  to  Ooala,  Fla.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  cmtract  with  United  States  Concrete 
Pipe  Company,  for  180  dairs.  Aindicant 
has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA  seating 
up  to  90  days  ol  operating  authority. 
Supporting  shipper:  United  States  Con¬ 
orate  Pipe  Omnpany,  2121  East  Ohio 
ndg..  Cleveland.  Ohio  44114.  Send  pro- 
teets  to:  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr..  Dlstriot  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Oommmoe  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Box  S5008,  400 
West  Bar  St..  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32202. 

No.  MC  139697  (Sub-No.  2  TA).  filed 
October  6.  1975.  AppUeant:  EDWARD 
BRUCE  WAGONER,  doing  business  as 
DELIGHT  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY.  1100  Dover  Road,  West  Monphis, 
Ark.  72301.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Morton  B.  Ki^  Suite  5  World  Trade 
Center.  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authorltir 
sought  te  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  are 
dealt  In  by  a  manufacture  of  garden 
tractors,  and  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  conduct  such 
buslmss  (exowt  oommoditles  In  bulk). 


NOTICES 

between  South  Bold,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Rhode  Itiand.  Ckmnecticut,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Poinsylvanla.  Dela¬ 
ware,  MuYland,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina.  Georgia,  West  Virginia,  (^io, 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Illinois.  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Texas.  New  Mexico,  Arizona,  California, 
Alabama,  Arkansas.  Colorado,  Florida, 
Kansas.  Louisiana.  Mississippi,  and  Okla¬ 
homa,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Wheel  Horse  Products.  Inc.,  for  180  days. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Wheel 
Horse  Products,  Inc.,  515  West  Ireland 
Road,  South  Bend,  Ind.  46614.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  WUllam  H.  Land,  Jr..  District 
Supervisor,  3108  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  700 
West  Ciu^ltol,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

No.  MC  140010  (Sub-No.  4  TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  August  12, 1975,  published 
in  the  Fxdxral  RecisrsR  issue  of  August 
28,  1975,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  MOVING 
'k  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  doing  business 
as  ST.  JOSEPH  MOTOR  LINES.  573 
Dutch  Valley  Road,  NE..  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  M.  Tettelbaum,  3379  Peachtree  Rd., 
NE.,  Atlanta,  Oa.  30326.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  ova*  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Furniture  and  components  of 
tumtture  (except  commodities  in  bulk) . 
from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facilities 
at  Universal  Furniture  Industries,  Inc., 
in  Fulton  County,  Ga..  to  points  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  South  Cantina,  and 
Tennessee:  (2)  Damaged,  refused,  re¬ 
turned  or  refected  furniture  and  com¬ 
ponents  of  furniture  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  the  destina¬ 
tion  states  named  in  (1)  above,  to  the 
origin  named  in  (1)  above,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contiact  wltii  Universal  Furni¬ 
ture  Industries,  Inc.,  for  180  days.  Ap- 
I^cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seating  m>  to  90  days  of  operatii^  au- 
tiicH’ity.  Supporting  shiiwer:  Universal 
Furniture,  115  Villanova  Dr..  SW..  At¬ 
lanta.  Ga.  30336.  Send  pn^ts  to:  Wil¬ 
liam  L.  Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  1352 
W.  Peachtree  St..  NW..  Room  546.  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309.  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  add  the  territorial  de¬ 
scription.  which  was  omitted  in  the  pre¬ 
vious  publication. 

No.  MC  141252  (Sub-No.  1  TA).  filed 
October  2. 1975.  Applicant:  PAN  WEST¬ 
ERN  CORPORATTON,  4105  Las  Lomas. 
Las  Vegas,  Nev.  89102.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  E.  Ronald  Kropacdc,  1500 
West  Covina  Paricway.  Suite  208,  West 
Covina.  Calif.  91790.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Oypsum.and  gypsum  products  and 
supplies  used  in  the  installation  thereof, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Hohns-Manvllle 
Products  Corporation,  at  or  near  Apex, 
Nev.,  to  points  in  California,  for  180  (hiys. 
Applicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying 
ETA  sedting  up  to  90  days  of  operating 
authority.  Suiworting  shii^r:  Johns- 


Manville  Products  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
14186,  Las  Vegas,  Nev.  89114.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Rolbort  G.  Harrison.  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  203  Federal  Bldg.,  705  N.  Plaza 
St.,  Carscm  City,  Nev.  89701. 

No.  MC  141306  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
September  30,  1975.  Applicant:  DAV- 
WAY  TRUC:KING,  INC.,  3085  S.  W. 
Rosemont  Road,  West  Linn,  Oreg.  97068. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Lawrence  W. 
Thomas  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Horsemeat,  from 
Stanwood,  Wash.,  to  the  Port  of  Entry 
of  the  United  States-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary,  at  or  near  Detroit, 
Mich.,  under  a  continuing  contract  with 
Florence  Packing  Co.,  for  180  days.  Ap¬ 
plicant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  operating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  shipper:  Florence 
Packing  Co..  24711  Florence  Road,  Stan¬ 
wood.  Wash.  Bend  protests  to:  A.  E. 
Odoms,  District  Supervisor.  Bureau  of 
Operations.  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  114  Pioneer  Courthouse,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97203. 

No.  MC  141355  (Sub-No.  1  TA) ,  filed 
October  2,  1975.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
J.  LAUBNER,  doing  business  as  GEE  EL 
TRUCKING  Co..  800  WUhemlna  Court, 
Palm  Bay,  Fla.  32905.  Applicant’s  ra>re- 
sentative:  George  J.  Laubner  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Uncrated  aircraft  engines,  parts 
and  propeUers-indedicated  semi-trailers 
equipped  with  air-ride  suspension-logis¬ 
tic  track-decking-cargo  shoring  beams 
and  cargo  locul  holders,  between  Wil¬ 
liamsport,  Pa.,  Lancaster,  Pa.,  Baltimore, 
Md.,  and  their  commo’cial  zones  and 
Vero  Beach.  Fla.  The  above  authority 
is  restricted  to  traffic  moving  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Piper  Aircraft  Corp.,  for  180  days.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  also  filed  an  underlying  ETA 
seeking  up  to  90  days  of  <verating  au¬ 
thority.  Supporting  dilppo::  PhDer  Air¬ 
craft  Corporation.  P.O.  Box  1338,  Vero 
Beach,  Fla.  32960.  Send  protests  to:  G.  H. 
Fauss.  Jr..  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Cmnmo'oe  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations.  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay  St., 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  82202. 

No.  MC  141356  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
September  26.  1975.  Applicant:  LONE 
PINE  TRUCKINO  (COMPANY,  11831 
Vose  St.,  North  Hollywood.  (Tallf.  91605. 
Aivlieant’s  representative:  Carl  H. 
Fritae,  1545  WUshire  Blvd.,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90701.  Authority  sou^t  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ores, 
and  chemicals,  dry,  in  bulk,  between 
points  in  Inyo  County,  Calif.;  Mono 
CoimW.  Calif.,  and  those  in  San  Bernar¬ 
dino  County.  CaUf .,  east  of  UJ3.  Highway 
395,  restricted  to  shipments  having  a 
subsequent  movemoit  in  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  by  rail,  for  180  days.  SuHX>rting 
Shippers:  American  Perlite  Company, 
11831  Vose  St.,  North  Hollywood,  Calif. 
91605.  Morrison  &  Weatherly,  P.O.  Box 
296.  Lone  Pine,  Calif.  93545.  Victor  Char- 
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trand  &  Labar  Whittle,  dba.  Vogue  Engi¬ 
neering,  P.O.  Box  845,  Beverly  Hills. 
Calif.  90213.  Send  protffits  to:  Mildred 
I.  Price,  Transportation  Assistant,  Room 
1321  Federsd  Bldg.,  300  North  Los  Angles 
St..  Los  Angeles.  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  141357  TA  (Correction) ,  filed 
September  25,  1975,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  October  10, 
1975,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  SHANUS,  INC.,  232  N. 

1st  St..  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55401.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Gene  P.  Shanus 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transi>orting:  Fleshings,  a  hy -product  or 
residue  of  hides,  from  South  St.  Paul, 
Minn,  to  Sioux  City,  .Iowa  and  Green 
Bay,  Wis.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shiiH>er:  Twin  Chty  Hide,  Inc.,  491 
Malden,  S.  St.  Paid,  Minn.  Send  protests 
to:  A.  N.  Spath,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  414  Federal  Bldg.  &  U.S. 
Courthouse,  110  S.  4th  St.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55401.  The  purpose  of  this  republi¬ 
cation  is  to  correct  the  docket  number 
which  was  previously  published  in  error. 

No.  MC  141362  (Sub-No.  ITA),  fijed 
October  1,  1975.  Applicant:  GEORGE  A. 
SPARE^S,  doing  business  as  ESCX)NDIDO 
TRUCK  &  EQUIPMENT,  630  Daisy,  Es¬ 
condido,  Calif.  92027.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Monheim,  P.O.  Box 
1756,  15942  Whittier  Blvd.,  Whittier, 
Calif.  90609.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Animal  feed  supplement,  in  bulk,  from 
Protein  Resources,  Inc.,  shipping  facili¬ 
ties  at  or  near  San  Marcos,  Calif.,  to 
Cattle  Feed  Lots  located  in  Maricopa  and 
Yuma  Counties,  Ariz.;  (2)  Cottonseed 
meal,  in  bulk,  from  Cas&  Grande  and 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  to  Prohoroff  Poultry 
Farms,  Inc.,  at  or  near  San  Marcos, 
Calif.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has  also 
filed  an  underlying  ETA  seeking  up  to  90 
days  of  operating  authority.  Supporting 
shippers:  Protein  Resources,  Inc.,  380  S. 
Twin  Oaks  Valley  Rd.,  San  Marcos,  Calif. 
92069.  Prohoroff  Poultry  Farms,  Inc., 
380  S.  ’Twin  Oaks  Valley  Rd.,  San  Mar¬ 
cos,  Calif.  92069.  Send  protests  to;  Mil¬ 
dred  I.  Price,  Transportation  Assistant, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
1321,  Federal  Bldg..  300  North  Los  Ajj- 
geles  St.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  141375  TA,  filed  October  1, 
1975.  Applicant:  CTARENCK  E.  LEKO, 
668  Surrey  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  Mtnn.  55106, 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
Swanson,  1211  S.  6th  St.,  Stillwarer, 
Minn.  55082.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Abrasive  sanding  machinery,  and  equip¬ 
ment  material  supplies  and  parts  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  assembly  there¬ 
of,  between  the  plantsite  of  Hme- 
savers,  Inc.,  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  imder  a  continuing  contract 
with  Timesavers,  Ihc.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Timesavers,  Inc.,  5270 
Hanson  .Court,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 


55422.  Send  protests  to:  Raymond  T. 
Jones,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  414  Federal  Bldg.,  &  U.S.  Court¬ 
house,  110  S.  4th  St,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55401. 

No.  MC  141376  TA.  filed  October  3. 
1975.  Applicant:  CERTARO  TRUCKINO 
COMPANY,  492  12th  Ave.,  Paterson.  N.J. 
07514.  Applicant’s  representative:  Eugene 

M.  Malkin,  277  Park  Ave.,  New  York, 

N. Y.  10017.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vrfiicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Furniture,  commercial,  and  institutional 
fixtures,  cabinets,  shelving  and  seat¬ 
ing;  hospital  beds  and  hospital  equip- 
ment;  and  material,  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  thereof, 
between  Plainfield,  Conn.;  Jamestown, 
N.Y.;  Warren,  Pa*.;  Michigan  CJlty, 
Inc.,  and  ports  of  entry  on  the  United 
States-Canadian  International  boimdary 
lines  at  Buffalo,  Rouses  Point,  and 
Niagara  Falls,  N.Y. ;  and  Detroit  and  Port 
Huron,  Mich.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Alabama.  Arkansas, 
Coimecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Lo'ulsiana,  Maine.  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
C^arolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island.  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Wisconsin,  And  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  imder  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Inter  Royal  Corporation, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Inter 
Royal  Corporation.  One  Park  Ave.,  New 
York,  N.Y.  10016.  Send  protests  to:  Joel 
Morrows,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  (Tommision,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  9  Clinton  St,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

Application  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  124935  (Sub-No.  6TA).  filed 
September  29,  1975.  Applicant:  AL¬ 
MEIDA  BUS  ONES,  INC.,  1091  Kemp- 
ton  St,  New  Bedford,  Mass.  02741.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Mary  E.  Kelley, 
11  Riverside  Ave.,  Medford,  Mass.  02155. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  (^lerations  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  Tiverton,  R.I.,  Fall 
River  and  New  Bedford,  Mass.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  tracks  of  Greyhound  Racing 
Association  at  Seabrook,  N.H.,  and  Plain- 
field,  Conn.,  for  180  days.  Applicant  has 
also  filed  an  underl3dng  ETA  seeking  up 
to  90  days  of  operating  authority.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  There  are  approxi¬ 
mately  39  stat^nents  of  support  at¬ 
tached  to  the  application,  which  may  be 
examined  at  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  in  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
copies  thereof  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  field  office  named  below.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Gerald  H.  Curry,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  187  Westminster  St.,  Providence, 
RJ.  02903. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FU  Doc.75-28327  FUed  10-20-75:8:45  am] 


( AB  75  (Sub-No.  1)  ] 

RICHMOND  TERMINAL  RAILWAY  CO. 

Abandonment  of  Its  Entire  Line  of  Railroad 
Including  Broad  Street  Station,  In  Rich- 
mond,  Virginia  / 

Upon  consideration  ot  the  record  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a  staff- 
prepared  environmental  threshold  assess¬ 
ment  survey  which  is  available  for  public 
inspection  upon  request;  and 
It  appearing,  that  no  environmental 
impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action  sigr 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  42  UJS.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant,  be  and  it 
is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  the  city  of  Richmond,  Va., 
on  or  before  October  29, 1975,  and  certify 
to  the  Cixnmission  that  this  has  be«i 
accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered,  ’That  notice 
of  this  finding  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  c<H>y  of  this 
order  and  the  attached  notice  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Cixnmission,  Washington,  D.C., 
for  public  inspection,  and  by  deliv^lng 
a  copy  of  the  notice  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  for  liubH- 
cation  in  the  Federal  Registbr  as  notice 
to  interested  persons. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  September  1975. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissicxier 
Brown. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 
lAB  75  (Sub-No.  1] 

Richmond  Terminal  Railway  Co. 

ABANDONMENT  OF  ITS  ENTIRE  LINE  OF  RAIL¬ 
ROAD  INCLUDING  BROAD  STREET  STATION, 
IN  RICHMOND,  VIRGINIA 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated 
September  26, 1975,  has  been  determined 
that  the  proposed  abandonment  by  the 
Richmond  Terminal  Railway  Company 
of  its  entire  line  of  railroad  extending 
from  the  cmmection  with  the  tracks  of 
the  Richmond,  Fredericksburg,  and  Po¬ 
tomac  Railroad  to  the  Broad  Street  Sta¬ 
tion,  and  including  abandonment  of  the 
station  itself,  if  approved  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  does  not  constitute  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  envlromnent  within  the 
meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  UJS.C. 
4321,  et  seq.,  apd  that  preparation  of  a 
detailed  environmental  impact  statement 
will  not  be  required  under  section  4332 
(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things, 
that  the  environmental' impacts  of  the 
proposed  action  are  considered  insignifi- 


FEDEMAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  204 — TUESDAY,  OCTOBER  21,  1975 


4918&-49220 


NOTICES 


cant  because  rail  passenger  service  to  the 
Broad  Street  Stetion  is  scheduled  to 
terminate  in  late  1975  upon  completion 
by  Amtrack  of  a  new  passenger  facility 
in  the  Glendale  sectl<m  of  Henrico 
County.  Abandonment  and  contemplated 
sale  of  rail  properties  to  the  State  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  will  be  fully  consistent  with  re¬ 
development  plans  in  downtown  Rich- 
,  mond.  Steps  will  be  taken  to  protect  th6 
architectural  and  historical  integrity  of 
the  Broad  Street  Station.  In  this  regard 
the  procedural  requirements  mandated 


by  the  National  Historic  Preservation 
Act  of  1966. 16  UJS.C.  470,  et  seq.,  will  be 
fully  complied  with. 

This  determination  was  based  upon 
the  staff  preparation  and  consideration 
of  an  environmental  threshold  assess¬ 
ment  survey,  which  is  available  on  re¬ 
quest  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Office  of  Proceedings,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423;  telephone  202-343-7966. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  matter  by  filing  their  statements  in 
writing  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 


Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20423,  on 
or  before  November  13. 1975. 

This  negative  environmental  deter¬ 
mination  shall  become  final  \uiless  good 
and  sufficl^it  reason  demonstrating  why 
an  environmental  impact  statement 
should  be  prepared  for  this  action  is  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Ccmxmlssion  by  the  above- 
specified  date. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.75-28328  FUed  10-20-7S;8:45  am] 
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